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AN ARMY BETRAYED 


Scattered throughout the United 
States there are the remnants of the 
Abraham Lincoln Battalion that fought 
with the International Brigades on 
the side of the Republican government 
of Spain. The bones of hundreds of 
other volunteers from this country rot 
in forgotten graves. 


It is an open secret that most of 
the young men who went to fight for 
the democratic cause in Spain, volun- 
teered as a result of Communist in- 
fluence even when they were not 
members of that party. Other organi- 
zations early withdrew from this type 
of activity and as the war in Spain 
progressed, non-Spanish volunteers 
who were opposed to communist prac- 
tices found it increasingly difficult to 
continue because of the gentle com- 
munist tactic of labeling every oppo- 
nent as a Trotzkyite-Fascist. 


The ideological position of the vet- 
erans of the Spanish war is today un- 
enviable. The very organization that 
gave them the most vociferous sup- 
port now in effect repudiates their 
sacrifices. More than that, it gently 
hints that these sacrifices were offered 
on the altar of an absurd notion. Fight 
fascism? Destroy Hitlerism? Non- 
sense, intone the communist high 
priests today. It is a medieval notion 
of carrying on ideological wars of an- 
nihilation. The more up-to-date at- 
titude which every stylish young (ra- 
dical) man should flaunt should be a 
blase indifference to such matters 
which are, after all, a question of taste. 
You like fascism? Very well. I don’t 
like the smell of it, so I will move 
to the next table. But talk of destroy- 
ing Hitlerism? What primitive lunacy. 


No census has been taken of the 
reaction of the Lincoln Battalion vo- 
lunteers to the latest communist line. 
But this reaction should not be hard 
to guess. Some of them have still 
not recovered from their experiences 
on the battlefield and their nights are 
filled with nightmare memories of 
bloody battles. For peace is more 
easily lost than recovered. All those 
who survived remember that peace— 
or rather a cessation of firing—could 
have easily been attained by the simple 
method of laying down arms and 
surrendering to Franco. This they re- 
fused to do and continied the, struggle. 


Today the same conflict is _con- 
tinued on the banks of the Rhine. 
Hitler pleads for “peace”. Franco 


begs that war be localized. And the 
ideological mentors of the Lincoln 
Battalion chime in with a sweet war- 
bling tune of putting an end to the 
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“aggression” of England and France 

and accepting Hitler's terms. Strange 
music this must be in the ears of 
the veterans of the Ebro. 


If ever an army was betrayed, the 
International Brigades of the Spanish 
war are such an army. Less than a 
year has passed since their defeat, and 
already the banner under which they 
fought is being dragged in the mire 
by the same people who so loudly 
claimed to be its sole carriers. 


The sting of defeat, bitter enough 
in itself, is now made doubly painful 
by the realization that not only a 
campaign was lost in Catalonia but 
also many of the generals were lost 
to the enemy cause. The nature of 
the communist generals and their 
wholeheartedness in the Spanish con- 


flict is only now being appreciated in 
full. “The Americans in Spain not 
only were fighting for democracy in 
the western countries, but were also 
fighting, without their knowledge, to 
keep Russia in the democratic front”, 
declares Malcolm Cowley. But Rus- 
sia is a practical country and the de- 
feated Spanish veterans offer only slim 
pickings. Now that the bread is but- 
tered on the Nazi side, Russia can af- 
ford to tell the boys not to be naive. 


But if the Spanish veterans can find 
any consolation in the thought, they 
may feel sure that should the battle on 
the Rhine end otherwise than it did 
on the Ebro, their erstwhile political 
generals will again shift into reverse 
and chant loudly the praise of 
democracy. S. K. 
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EDITORIALS 


FREEDOM FOR INDIA — THE TEST OF 
BRITISH SINCERITY 


HE BRITISH government has been con- 

fronted with an earnest test of the sincerity of 
its aims in the present war. England seeks the 
sympathy of all countries and particularly of the 
large and small democratic nations. It claims that 
in the present struggle against Hitlerism it is out 
to defend not only British independence but also 
the freedom of all weak and defenseless nations. 
The British want us to believe that no matter what 
grave errors they may have committed after the 
first world war, these will not be repeated at the 
conclusion of the present conflict. But before the 
progressive elements in the' world can have confi- 
dence in British claims, England will have to prove 
the seriousness of its avowed good intentions with 
deeds even before the war is over. Such proof 
has, so far, not been offered and many people who 
genuinely sympathize with the Allies cannot over- 
come certain suspicions concerning British prom- 
ises and intentions. 











If the present struggle is sincerely conducted for 
the freedom of individuals and the independence 
of nations, England will have to demonstrate it by 
introducing real democratic government in those 
parts of its empire where conditions are ripe for it. 
No one can at this moment advance any serious 
complaints against conditions prevailing in the 
British Isles. Despite the state of war, Great 
Britain is still a democratic state and only an irre- 
sponsible word-acrobat like Bernard Shaw could 
allow himself the liberty of speaking of ‘‘a net of 
Gestapos” spread throughout England. The very 
fact that in time of war Bernard Shaw has the op- 
portunity to speak as he does and is not interfered 
with by the government is sufficient proof that the 
“net of Gestapos” in England is so far only a well 
sounding phrase that adds a little punch to the wit- 
ticisms of the aged playwright. No, through the 
smoke of warfare the democratic nature of Great 
Britain still stands out as the highest achievement 
of European political development. But what 
about Britain’s empire outside of Europe and 
especially India with its vast population? 


The Indian National Congress asked the gov- 
érnments of eight provinces where it is in control 
to resign as a protest against the declaration of the 
viceroy that England will inaugurate discussions 
leading to the establishment of India as a Domin- 
lon, after the war will end. The Indian National 
Congress considers this statement to be vague and 
inadequate and there is enough justification for 
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this scepticism. In the first world war India con- 
tributed enormously in men and materials and 
what did it get in return? A number of adminis- 
trative and social-economic reforms were insti- 
tuted during the past twenty years, but the main 
features of the colonial regime in force have not 
been appreciably altered. The limited independ- 
ence enjoyed by the provincial legislatures depends 
on such an uncertain factor as a “gentlemen’s ag- 
reement”’ with the British governors. A genuine 
federal parliament for India is still a thing of the 
future and every Indian patriot is justified in ask- 
ing: What value have British declarations concern- 
ing freedom and democracy when about one sixth 
of the world’s population continues under the Eng- 
lish flag without the most elementary conditions of 
individual freedom and democratic self-govern- 
ment ? 


The general sentiment in India is today pro- 
Ally. This is due not so much to appreciation of 
England as to fear of the totalitarian powers. 
Mussolini’s pro-Moslem politics evoked no admir- 
ation in India where no illusions are harbored on 
the score of the origin of this sudden love for 
Mohammedans. Japan’s invasion of China has 
made many Indians pause and ponder the fate of 
their country if and when England will cease to be 
a political and military factor in Asia. Hitler’s 
racialist imperialism filled many with dismay and 
the possibilities of a Soviet expansion eastward, as 
a result of the Stalin-Hitler agreement, did not 
serve to allay these fears. India feels threatened 
both by European and Asiatic fascism as well as by 
the “liberating” Russian Sovietism. Indians fully 
realize that a catastrophe for England would also 
bring dire consequences for their country and that 
whatever the justified grievances against England, 
British rule is still preferable—if there is no other 
alternative—to fascism or the Stalin regime. 





The present demands of the Indian National 
Congress, although they are not made in the form 
of an ultimatum, confront the British government 
with a serious test. Its decision in this case will 
determine the hopes which many liberals outside 
of England attach to its victory. If England will 
grant the justified demands of the Indian National 
Congress and assume definite commitments for the 
establishment of a truly democratic Dominion sta- 
tus instead of offering vague premises, the confid- 
ence of liberals everywhere will be stimulated and 
England will gain many adherents in its struggle 
against Hitlerism, no matter what the official atti- 
tude of the other governments may remain. But 
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if England will disappoint these hopes, it will lose 
a great deal of that sympathy and indirect cooper- 
ation which it now needs so much. 

The officials in London should understand this 
even from a purely egoistical point of view. 
Broadening the base of democracy is not only an 
aim of the war—it is also a powerful, if not the 
most powerful, means for winning the war. 


EARL BROWDER AND FALSE 
PASSPORTS 


BeAr BROWDER, general secretary of the 
Communist party in the United States, has 
been indicted on a charge of giving false informa- 
tion to the State Department while obtaining a 
passport for travel abroad. The indictment grew 
out of Mr. Browder’s statements while testifying 
before the Dies Committee on un-American activi- 
ties. The trial has been set for November 27 and 
at this writing it unfortunately appears that the 
case will be forced to assume proportions far 
transcending the bare technicalities of the situa- 
tion. The Communist party, smarting under the 
severe blows and loss of prestige it has suffered as 
a result of its shameful rah-rah-ing for the Hitler- 
Stalin friendship, is feverishly hunting for a little 
martyrdom that might gain for it some sympathy 
it so sorely needs and attempts to becloud the issue 
by building up a halo of a persecuted martyr about 
the head of Browder. Scarcely able to deny the 
charge itself, the Communist party attempts to 
groom Mr. Browder for the role of a living 
symbol of the suffering radical. 

Liberals and progressives should beware of be- 
ing tricked into a too sympathetic state of mind for 
Mr. Browder and must not confuse the issues in- 
volved. It is not improbable that reactionary 
forces in the country will also strive to smear the 
entire socialist and radical movement on the occa- 
sion of the forthcoming trial. In the minds of the 
ordinary person the differences between the Com- 
munist party and other radical organizations are at 
best vague and the blame for what goes on in Rus- 
sia and for Stalin’s deeds is only too often credited 
by the uninformed to the account of the entire 
Socialist movement. That much damage has al- 
ready been done along this line cannot be denied. 
Many a progressive and liberal minded person has 
been completely “liberated” from all socialist influ- 
ence as a result of Stalin’s “liberation” of a part of 
Poland. Reactionary forces interested in under- 
mining radical tendencies will seek to exploit this 
unwitting identification of Socialism with Russia, 
of progressivism with the Communist party. 

It is therefore important to prevent such a de- 
velopment. The case of Mr. Browder must be 
tried strictly on its’ merits in the same manner as 
Fritz Kuhn, head of the German American Bund, 
should be tried strictly on the merits of the embez- 


zlement case with which he is charged. Liberal 
abhorrence of Mr. Browder’s politics must not in- 
fluence our attitude nor should reaction be given a 
chance to capitalize on the case. 


But whatever the outcome of Mr. Browder’s 
trial opening on November 27, he, and the Com. 
munist party which he represents, have a much 
more serious “false passport” trial to stand. No 
official indictment has been issued nor will this case 
be settled in a court room. The verdict will be 
given by each one of the millions of people who in 
past years has come in contact with Communist 
activity. Were we to attempt to formulate the 
charge, we would word it in the following manner: 
Mr. Browder, you and the Communist party are 
guilty of passing on false ideological passports. 
For years you have been joining all kinds of organ. 
izations under the pretense of being believers in 
democracy. For years you have been sending in 
faked credentials testifying to your hatred of fas. 
cism. You were loudest in your demands for the 
defense of small countries and the fight against in- 
tolerance. On the basis of these ideological pass- 
ports which you presented to progressive human- 
ity, you were admitted into various organizations 
and people flocked into groups that you founded. 
Now these claims are proved to be false. You 
have dropped the fight of democracy against fas- 
cism like a hot potato. Defense of small coun- 
tries, which appeared in your political passport in 
such bold type, has proved to be a forgery and you 
justify, with the same sanctimoniousness as before, 
what happened to Poland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithu- 
ania. The fight against Hitlerism which you 
swore to uphold, you now declare to be a matter 
of taste. 

The above charges are serious and it will take 
more than a clever alibi to answer them. Some 
people saw through the forgery all along and 
under the stamp of democracy on the Communist 
passport they discerned the old Bolshevik sneer at 
“rotten bourgeois parliamentarism”. The multi 
tudes who had been misled will now issue the 
verdict on Mr. Browder—that a political party 
which pretends to speak for the masses cannot for 
long sail under false colors nor get very far before 
being discovered. 


WELL DONE, FATHER OLGIN! 


“It is about time the Jewish public woke up to the 
realization that a war party is active in this country. It 
is high time the Jewish people began to understand that 
the war party has its very active emissaries among the 
Jewish people. In fact we are surrounded by war propa- 
gandists who have made the Jewish people their special 
target. The war party is hiding, for a time, behind the 
so-called ‘neutrality’ legislation. It ‘only’ fights for lift- 
ing the embargo. But if we examine the array of forces 
behind repeal you will not have difficulty in recognizing 
the face of Wall Street... The war party is represented 
in the Jewish field more vigorously than in the country as 


JEWIsH FRONTIER 
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a whole. The reactionary bourgeois and ‘Socialist’ Yid- 
dish press has identified itself with Chamberlain and Dal- 
adier. Great numbers of Jewish leaders have put them- 
selves, enthusiastically, in the service of war propaganda.” 


O, DEAR reader, the author of the above is 

not Father Coughlin. He is not Mr. Pelley 
of the Silver Shirts. He is not even Mr. Goebbels. 
The happy composer of the above pearls of wis- 
dom is none other than Moissaye Olgin, editor of 
the Communist Morning Freiheit, the Yiddish 
daily paper of the Communist party. On October 
17, Mr. Olgin delivered himself of this message 
in his English column, and felicitations are now 
in order. Strange things have been born of the 
need to justify the Stalin-Hitler friendship, so 
perhaps one should not be too startled by Olgin’s 
contribution. We guarantee Mr. Olgin a wide 
market for his offering. When the Social Justice 
vendors start shouting ‘Jews admit Jews are 
War Mongers”, what a glow of paternal pride 
will suffuse the Freiheit editor’s features. And 
we promise him more. His words will grace not 
only every scurrilous fascist sheet in the United 
States. In Nuremberg Julius Streicher has a 
museum specially devoted to anti-Semitic prop- 
aganda. When he can add a bit by a Jewish au- 
thor, his heart rejoices. Well done, Father Olgin. 
The circulation promises to be heavy. 


A JEWISH "RESERVATION" 
INCE HITLER announced recently that Eu- 


ropean peace requires the solution of the 
Jewish problem, the air has been thick with specu- 
lation as to the precise meaning of these words. 
With one type of Hitlerian solution we are fam- 
iliar. It is the kind that is now being put into ef- 
fect in German Poland. According to press re- 
ports, every refinement of the Nazi technique, 
perfected in Germany and Czechoslovakia, is be- 
ing put into practice in the occupied zone. One 
hesitates to estimate the number of Jews slaugh- 
tered by the Nazis. In one Polish town every 
Jewish family had to witness the killing of one 
male member. Some day, no doubt, the world will 
receive a reckoning of the massacre. In addition 
there has been complete economic expropriation. 
Jews have been plundered and driven out in mass 
expulsions. So far the solution runs true to form. 
But despite these reports of terror and extermina- 
tion, there is still talk of a “Jewish state” that 
Hitler proposes to set up in Poland. Though 
nothing has been definitely stated, rumor has it 
that Hitler will set aside an area between Lublin 
and the Russian frontier into which all the Jews 


of Poland and other German occupied territories 


will be herded. It has been reported that several 
thousand Jews from Austria and Czechoslovakia 
have already been sent to this “reservation” —as 
it is aptly termed by the protagonists of the 








5 





scheme. In view of the lack of precise information 
at the present time as to just what is being hatched 
by the Nazi intellects, it is premature to discuss 
this monstrous notion. One thing, however, we 
may safely say. If Hitler has such a scheme in 
the offing, its motivation is quite simple. If several 
million Jews could be concentrated in one small 
area, their destruction would become a compara- 
tively easy task. One can imagine the economic 
and political conditions which would prevail in 
the Nazi made reservation. And what the cold 
pogrom did not achieve would be taken care of by 
other means. It is not difficult to visualize the 
anti-Jewish crusade that could be whipped up 
among Polish peasants who had been dispossessed 
to make room for a “Jewish state”. If the re- 
servation idea is among the Nazi plans for Eu- 
ropean peace, it promises to be worthy in all 
respects of the creatures that conceived it. 


CONFERENCE ON REFUGEES 
E MUST admit that the meeting of the 


Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees 
which took place in Washington was disappoint- 
ing. With a clear realization of all the limitations 
on its activity that the present war situation im- 
posed, one was still justified in expecting more 
tangible results than came out of the consulta- 
tion. A summary of the deliberations discloses 
that a limited effort will be made to settle a few 
hundred families in San Domingo and some small 
scale work may be initiated in the Philippine 
Islands. 

The disappointment at the meager results could 
be tempered if there really would be no opportun- 
ity for more daring attempts. But the fact re- 
mains that much wider opportunities do exist even 
at the present time. If these were not considered, 
it was merely because the representatives of some 
governments did not wish to have them brought 
up for discussion. Mention of Palestine as a 
haven for a large number of refugees was again 
diplomatically avoided, probably at the insistence 
of the British government. 

All in all, the meeting in Washington bore a 
great resemblance to the original gathering at 
Evian one and a half years ago where the Com- 
mittee was formed. But during this time much 
has happened; the refugee problem has become 
immeasurably more acute both as a result of the 
war and of the “peaceful” occupation of Czecho- 
slovakia by Germany. One could have hardly 
suspected these developments from the procedure 
at the session of the Committee. 

President Roosevelt did exhibit a fundamental 
understanding of the magnitude of the refugee 
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problem. We do not know the sources of informa- 
tion on which he based his statement that at the 
close of the war there will be about twenty mil- 
lion refugees to be resettled. But this statement 
does indicate that he understands the problem 
and is ready to think in terms corresponding to 
the catastrophe. However, his statement met with 
but a cool reception by the delegates who at once 
excused themselves on the ground that they are 
not empowered to discuss such broad problems 
arising out of the war. 

The final solution of the general refugee prob- 
lem must wait for the end of the present conflict. 
But even the limited measures that can be under- 
taken now, have not been adequately handled at 
the meeting in Washington. 


EMERGENCY CONVENTION 
FOR THE "HISTADRUT" 


O* SATURDAY, November 4, the emergency 
convention of the Gewerkshaften Campaign 
opened in Mecca Temple. This meeting also 
marked the end of fifteen years of work for the 
Histadrut in the United States and Canada. 

Two thousands delegates, representing many 
hundreds of trade union, fraternal, social and cul- 
tural organizations attended this convention. 
This is a far cry from the early years of the cam- 
paign for Palestine labor when a comparative 
handful answered the call and had the courage to 
take up a cause that was then so little known and 
so frequently misunderstood. A hangover of dog- 
matic prejudice at that time kept many people in 
the labor movement from joining the work. 
Among others, a sense of false security shrouded 
the work in Palestine in a distant haze and made it 
appear remote and impersonal. 

That the prejudices and the sense of distance 
were largely destroyed is due not only to the educa- 
tional work of the National Labor Committee for 
Palestine which unremittingly continued to bring 
to ever growing numbers of people the comforting 
knowledge of what Jewish labor does in Palestine. 
Historical development also contributed its share 
to the change. One European Jewish community 
after another passed under oppressive regimes 
which sapped their strength and turned their 
future into vistas of despair mitigated only by the 
hope of emigration. The refugee problem arose 
and grew in scope. And during all these years 
Palestine labor continued to build. It gave Jewish 
youth in Europe an ideal and a hope. It absorbed 
immigrants. For the children fleeing Germany it 
provided a home. It gained in numbers and 
strength until it developed from a small idealistic 
group of some 4,400 in 1922 into a mighty pion- 
eering labor movement of over 115,000. 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


Today the Histadrut has become a major fact 
to be reckoned with in Jewish life, not only because 
of its great achievements in the past but because of 
the promise it holds out in the present emergency, 
The net of economic, social and cultural coopera- 
tives which it has built up in Palestine make it 
ideally fitted to cope with the problem of absorb. 
ing immigrant workers into Palestine—the most 
pressing problem of this day when millions of 
European Jews are faced with but one alternative 
to annihilation—emigration. Labor settlements, 
industrial cooperatives, social welfare institutions, 
all of these bodies, so carefully nurtured by Pales. 
tine Jewish labor, now stand ready and mobilized 
for the task. 


The convention of the Gewerkshaften cam. 
paign, which worked out plans to raise one mil- 


lion dollars to aid the Histadrut in the coming 


year, met in an emergency hour. The delegates 
were fully aware of the earnestness of the moment 
and of the obligations which the present situation 
imposes upon American Jews. This feeling of 
earnestness and responsibility will have to be com- 
municated to Jews throughout the country. 


ENCOURAGEMENT FROM 
ORGANIZED LABOR 


IN A message to the Poale Zion party the British 
Labor Party declared its aim in the present con- 
flict to assure peace so that Jew and Christian alike 
could enjoy the elementary rights for which the 
pioneers of freedom of all lands and _ nations 
fought in the course of generations. There have 
been complaints against the inadequate elucidation 
of the war aims of England. It may be too early 
to enumerate detailed war aims since not even the 
line up of the powers is definitely established yet. 
But the above aim of British labor is clear enough 
and should certainly be acceptable to every liberal. 
Considering the position of the British Labor 
party within England, there is much reassurance in 
its uncompromising’ adherence to basic human 
principles. 

The British Labor Party also expressed its 
recognition of the wisdom of providing a haven 
for refugees and its hope that Palestine will be al- 
lowed to absorb ever larger numbers of homeless 
Jews. In this hope they are at one with American 
labor as well. Without mincing words, the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, assembled at its annual 
convention, branded the persecutors of racial and 
religious minorities and called upon England to 
fulfill its obligations to the Jews and to allow 
refugees to settle in Palestine. 

The constant sympathy and understanding of 
the labor movements in England and America are 
a source of faith and encouragement for the 
future. 
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Territories In The Air 








i 
O ONE knows when or how the war will end, 


which side will emerge victorious and how 
final the victory will be. But no matter how many 
stages the war will have to pass through and 
what the number of lives sacrificed, the day will 
come when the cannon will cease firing and the 
representatives of the nations will meet about a 
round table to work out a new, or a modified, 
order of things. In anticipation of that day we 
hope that the two European democracies, whom 
fate condemned to send their youth to the battle- 
fields, will sit at the conference table as victors 
and not as vanquished and that they will this 
time use their triumph with more wisdom, justice 
and foresight than they did twenty years ago. 


There is no doubt that in the future peace con- 
ferences the Jewish question will occupy a promi- 
nent place. If it was difficult to avoid the Jewish 
question at Versailles, it will be completely impos- 
sible to ignore it at the end of the second world 
war. For during the twenty years that separate 
us from Versailles there occurred two events in 
Jewish life which force the question to the at- 
tention of international conscience. The first event 
was the disenfranchisement of -large and histori- 
cally rooted Jewish communities (complete dis- 
enfranchisement in some countries, partial in 
others). For the first time in the century and a 
half since the French revolution the world has 
again been confronted as a matter of principle 
with the question whether Jews have a right to 
an equal status with non-Jews and even whether 
they are entitled to the elementary right of ex- 
istence. In 1914 there were only two countries 
in Europe which constitutionally sanctioned Jew- 
ish rightlessness—the Czarist empire with its 
seven million Jews and the small, and for those 
times liberal and democratic, Finland where no 
more than about one thousand Jews lived and 
where due to historical inertia the medieval anti- 
Jewish laws of Sweden remained in force. So far 
as Rumania was concerned, its feudal Boyars 
always found highly questionable legal ways to 
evade their obligations to minorities under the 
treaty of Berlin. But even in these countries, 
where Jews were deprived of civil rights, the gov- 
ernments often felt uncomfortable. From time to 
time they felt compelled to make promises of im- 
provements to the outside world and it was widely 
known that, particularly so far as Russia was 
concerned, the forces which dominated the cultural 
milieu and provided the viewpoint for the younger 
generation, considered the Jewish status as a 


® by Hayim Greenberg 


shameful blot on their country’s reputation. Be- 
fore the first world war Jews were not emanci- 
pated in a couple of countries as a carry-over from 
the past, but under no circumstances as a tendency 
for the future. Only in recent years did a great 
country with a rich cultural heritage dare to ap- 
pear before the world with the slogan of anti- 
Semitism as a ‘dynamic policy and with an attitude 
of scorn toward those lands where Jewish equality 
was tolerated. In the footsteps of Nazi Germany 
there followed a number of other countries— 
Poland, Hungary, Rumania, to some extent also 
the Baltic countries. Some of them did so with 
cynical disregard for world opinion, others were 
a little more modest in their efforts. These various 
gradations of Jewish disenfranchisement created 
a difficult international problem for which no 
radical solution has yet been found. 


The second event with which every international 
forum will have to reckon is the constructive Jew- 
ish accomplishment in Palestine. For no matter 
what attitude one holds toward the tangle of 
problems centering in Palestine, no one will deny 
that the Jews have passed the examination, that 
they have demonstrated the ability to create for 
themselves a new and integrated national life, that 
they are willing and able to become a powerful 
state building factor if no insuperable hindrances 
are put in their way. These two developments 
will have to be reckoned with on the day when the 
Jewish question will inevitably be placed on the 
agenda of international politics. 


That day may still be a long way off and there 
is no guessing how much blood and how many 
tears will be shed before it will come. But even 
at this time Jews must begin to clarify for them- 
selves what concrete program they will present 
to the statesmen of the world who will be en- 
trusted with laying the foundations for a new 
world order. 


IT. 


It would be unwise on our part to overlook the 
fact that in the minds of some (and not always 
necessarily in the minds of reactionaries or Jew 
haters) the above mentioned two developments 
are understood in oversimplified terms of tension 
and release. Even many liberal and friendly ele- 
ments have of late become the victims of a fatal- 
istic mood and, although frequently they refrain 
from voicing this mood, the feeling prevails that 
the fate of a great part of European Jewry has 
been sealed and that evacuation of millions is in- 
evitable. Territorial solutions to the Jewish ques- 
tion, as an answer to the tension that has been 
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created in Europe and to the belief that it would 
be impossible to reconstruct anew a more or less 
tolerable status for Jews in a number of countries, 
have therefore been advanced from all sides. 
Throughout the two thousand years of Jewish dis- 
persion, the idea of Jewish territorial concentra- 
tion has never been as popular as it is now. The 
motivation, the circumstances and the accent may 
differ in the case of each proposal. But it is no 
accident that Russia proposed the plan of a Jew- 
ish republic first in Crimea and later in Biro- 
Bidjan; that anti-Semitic governments in Poland 
and Rumania suddenly became “‘pro-Zionist’’; 
that the British government at various times made 
half-hearted suggestions for concentrated Jewish 
colonization in Kenya or British Guiana; that in 
Paris the idea of a Jewish center in Madagascar 
was discussed; that Mussolini gains publicity with 
plans for a Jewish settlement in Ethiopia and 
Hitler seeks a “radical solution” to the Jewish 
question through the establishment of a “Jewish 
state” within a Polish “non-state”. To Molotoff 
rumor ascribes the prophecy that at the end of 
the present war Jews will have three territories— 
in Palestine, in Poland and in Biro Bidjan. 


The ease with which enemies as well as friends 
consign Jews to territories is rapidly becoming a 
menace for behind each plan there lurks the im- 
plication that millions of Jews will be forced to 
evacuate their present place of residence. Simi- 
larly ominous is the acquiescence of liberals in the 
idea that there is little chance for Jews to continue 
to live as a “people in exile”. In this respect, the 
speech of President Roosevelt before the Inter- 
governmental Committee on refugees was sympto- 
matic. Roosevelt declared that we must already 
prepare for a post-war evacuation of up to twenty 
million people from Europe and he pointed to 
sparsely settled areas in the Americas, Africa and 
Australia as foci of absorption. The President 
found it expedient not to go into any details and 
the press could not explain how he arrived at such 
a large figure. However, it seems to me that the 
reckoning is quite simple. Excluding Russia, there 
are about fifteen million non-Jews in Europe who 
live as scattered minorities in a number of coun- 
tries. If we add to this number the approximately 
five million Jews of Poland, Greater Germany, 
Hungary and Rumania, we obtain the round figure 
of twenty million people outside their homelands. 
In his statement, President Roosevelt by implica- 
tion condemned the fifteen million non-Jewish 
minorities to a Jewish fate and sanctioned Jewish 
evacuation after the war. There can be no other 


plausible explanation for the figure mentioned by 
the president aside from this implied assumption 
that none of the minorities will be able to adjust 
themselves in the midst of the economic disloca- 
tion that is bound to follow the war and that they 





will perforce have to seek a better future overseas, 
Under no circumstances can the president’s state. 
ment, read from a prepared paper, be considered 
as a rhetorical lapse. 

Jews themselves are not so pessimistic as to the 
probable fate of non-Jewish minorities, but many 
take it for granted that after the war the problem 
of “evacuating” Jews will be even more acute than 
it has been so far. Some Jews even speak of the 
bankruptcy of emancipation and of the senseless. 
ness of harboring hopes for large Jewish commu. 
nities based on the principle of equal rights. In 
Europe at least, the symbiosis of Jews and non- 
Jews has been a failure, we hear from some, 
and the only rational demand with which we must 
now come before the world, they say, must be a 
planned evacuation based on territorial coloniza- 
tion. 

Insofar as these gloomy apprehensions are not 
tempered by well founded hopes for transplanta- 
tion to Palestine or other territories, they must be 
combatted. We hardly stop to think to what ex- 
tent we ourselves have become hypnotized by Hit- 
lerism and how, little by little, we begin to repeat 
formulas emanating from the Nazi laboratories. 
True, we have no grounds for expecting an idyllic 
world situation on the morrow of the war. But if, 
as we hope, the war will end with the destruction 
of the Nazi hydra in Germany, we may expect the 
infected areas in Europe to be cured of the mad- 
ness that seized them as a result of the outbreak of 
atavistic tribal mentality. In order to establish 
tolerable political and economic conditions, it will 
be necessary to institute some important reforms 
(agrarian reforms in such semi-feudal countries as 
Poland and Hungary) which will automatically 
clear the atmosphere and render difficult any dem- 
agogic propaganda for “fools’ socialism”, as Bebel 
once characterized anti-Semitism. Unless Europe 
will emerge from the war in a condition of com- 
plete totalitarianism, even its backward parts will 
have to return to now forgotten values and first of 
all they will have to regain a minimum of respect 
for the natural rights of the individual. In a 
Europe freed of the Hitlerist nightmare, Jewish 
re-emancipation will be a self-evident proposition. 


One is therefore no more correct when speak- 
ing of the bankruptcy of emancipation than when 
speaking of the bankruptcy of democracy. We 
know that European democracy has suffered a 
great blow, more correctly a series of blows each 
more stunning than the preceding. But only fa- 
scists (and possibly Communists, when they speak 
their true mind) can claim that democracy as a 
mode of living has gone bankrupt from within. 
One who has not lost faith in the upswing of 
democratic motives in the life of nations has 
no grounds for losing hope that also the Jews 
can regain at least their legal status of equality 
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in a Europe cured of its malady. Wé must be the 
last ones to consider the generations of Jewish 
emancipation in western Europe as an unsuccess- 
ful experiment. The role which Jews played dur- 


- ing this period in the social-economic, cultural and 


political life of a number of countries is the best 
evidence that considerable sections of the major- 
ity populations in those countries had come to 
take Jewish equality for granted. Emancipated 
Jews were strongly influenced by the non-Jewish 
environment and in their turn left a deep impres- 
sion. One must therefore pause before passing 
judgment on the experiment in emancipation on 
the basis of its results during the most pathological 
period in the history of Europe. 


Our first and most important demand from the 
world after the war will therefore have to be re- 
emancipation wherever Jewish rights were an- 
nulled or limited and a confirmation of our equal 
rights before the law wherever our status has 
fortunately remained unchanged. This should be 
our most important demand since on its fulfillment 
depend all other demands such as national minor- 
ity rights or autonomy in those countries where 
objective conditions necessitate it. In the final 
analysis, even our right to rebuild the Jewish na- 
tional home depends on this primary demand. 
Only in a world where the elementary natural 
rights of the individual Jew are guaranteed can 
one speak of a Jewish Palestine or a Jewish ter- 
ritory anywhere else; otherwise all such plans will 
of necessity degenerate into Ghetto states or “re- 
servations’ for Jews. The fact that Zionism 
came into being only after a large part of Eu- 
ropean Jewry was emancipated is in itself not a 
historical accident. Within the Russian Ghetto 
there could grow such intimate sectarian groups 
as the ‘“‘Chovvei Zion” (lovers of Zion), but the 
promise of political Zionism had to wait for 
Herzl, Nordau, Zangwill, all of them emancipated 
western Jews. In the political slavery of eastern 
Europe, Jews could continue their romantic dreams 
of passive Messianism but it took the “interna- 
tionalist’”” Moses Hess, who lived in an equalita- 
rian atmosphere, to conceive the daring work 
“Rome and Jerusalem”. Neither was it a coin- 
cidence that many years before Moses Hess 
(1825) the strange manifesto announcing a Jew- 


ish state on Grand Island came from free Amer-, 


ica, from the Jew Mordecai Emanuel who served 
many years in the diplomatic force of the United 
States. 


Not only chronologically but also in an organi- 
cally historical sense emancipation was the prelude 
to Zionism. The political rehabilitation of mil- 
lions of Jews in the countries of Europe must 
now become a precondition for the realization of 
Zionism in its full scope. Together with the resto- 
ration of equal civil and political rights there will 
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be created the elementary conditions for Jewish 
economic activity that will prevent the pauperiza- 
tion of the Jewish masses. In order to build up 
a Jewish territorial center, compulsion, need, a 
territory and pioneering effort are not enough. 
There are also needed great sums of national and 
private capital and long term international credit. 
A people living on a relief basis is not in a con- 
dition to provide these. Jewish mass settlement 
in America could only grow as it did and absorb 
large numbers of destitute immigrants from 
eastern Europe because they did not colonize 
America, in the specific meaning of the word; they 
merely infiltrated as labor power into an existing 
dynamic economy which had great possibilities 
and energies for expansion. The upbuilding of 
Palestine, and even more so the upbuilding of a 
Jewish center in some other undeveloped land, is 
bound up with large capital investments, especially 
when a rapid transfer of large numbers during 
a period of dislocation is involved. Where will 
this capital come from? No matter how liberal 
and generous the Jewish communities still enjoy- 
ing equal rights may be, they will not be able to 
supply such immense sums. Were central and 
eastern European Jewry as degraded socially and 
ruined economically during the past two decades 
as it is now, it would have been impossible to 
achieve in Palestine that measure of success which 
we now witness. Even if one is convinced that 
social ostracism and economic pressure are capable 
of evoking great and vital energies, he would have 
to bear in mind that beyond a certain point, op- 
pression becomes a paralyzing instead of a 
stimulating factor. 


Zionism (or territorialism) must therefore be 
considered in terms of regulated immigration and 
planned colonization based on Jewish national 
and private investment and not in terms of first 
aid to victims of a catastrophe who flee in destitu- 
tion from their destroyed homes. There exists 
a minimum of Jewish economic resources in the 
Diaspora without which it would be impossible 
to think of the realization of Zionism. That 
minimum is organically bound up with the political 
status of the Jews in the countries where they 
live. Not to mention those non-Jewish liberal 
forces, without whose political cooperation we 
will never succeed in building a Jewish territorial 
center and whose existence we must rule out if we 
assume that the world is doomed to a long his- 
torical period of zoological nationalism on the 
Nazi pattern. 


It is possible that objective economic circum- 
stances of the post-war period will force tens of 
millions of people to “unburden” Europe and 
certain parts of Asia and look for homes in other 
lands. As a result of the Japanese invasion there 
are now in China alone about thirty million people 
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uprooted from their previous miserable mode of 
existence. It is quite possible that President Roose- 
velt’s estimate is not exaggerated but too conserva- 
tive. But in order that the wide redistribution of 
populations, which seems to be the order of our 
century, should proceed in a constructive manner 
and with a minimum of suffering and sacrifices, 
it is necessary to create those conditions which will 
permit a regulated and gradual migration instead 
of a panicky flight. This contention holds for 
the colonization of’non-Jews and it is particularly 
pertinent to the present Jewish need. The im- 
agined jump from pauperism to Zionism is just 
as absurd as the one-time belief that a pauperized 
proletariat could overnight skip over: historical 


War and The Jews 


> ies OUTBREAK of the European War 
found us, the Yishuv, engaged in a three 
and a half year old struggle against a bloody 
Arab terror and in a bitter fight against the White 
Paper. Engaged to the full in this double defense, 
we are now confronted by a new misfortune which 
overshadows everything that happened and im- 
poses upon us new obligations and cares. These 
require a new consideration. 


It would be criminal were we, amidst the dread- 
ful storm which has been let loose in the world 
and which has already involved the most im- 
portant centers of Jewish population in Europe, 
to lose sight of the dangers which threatened 
Eretz Israel even during the days of “peace.” 
We cannot and must not assume that the terror 
and the White Paper have been obliterated. The 
British Prime Minister in his reply to the letter 
of Dr. Weizmann, the president of the World 
Zionist Organization, referred not inadvertently 
to the fact that “it is true that differences of 
Opinion exist between the Mandatory and the 
Jewish Agency with regard to the policy on Pales- 
tine.” True, it is quite possible that in the new 
circumstances these “differences of opinion” to a 
large extent, will be of an academic nature only. 
But we are not the masters of these circumstances. 
An academic dispute now may become a serious 
conflict later on. Nor does the discontinuance of 
the Arab terror rest with us. As before, the obli- 
gation rests on us today to engage in a double 
defense, a defense of our life and of our rights. 


However, the new situation imposes upon us 
an additional, far-flung and hard task of de- 
fense, not only within the limits of the Yishuv, 
nor even within the orbit of Jewish life generally, 
but on a world front, as a people whose interests 





developments into a socialist state. Jews must 
first reacquire the right to live and to work in 
those places where they now reside before they 
will be able to leave the European countries and 
gradually build up their own national home. 

It is not our fault that we have to deal at such 
length with a truism. Unfortunately we now live 
in a time when it is necessary to hammer self- 
evident truths into the minds of people. It is 
therefore necessary to reiterate to every Jew and 
to every sincere non-Jew that although the radical 
solution to the Jewish question lies in the upbuild- 
ing of a Jewish territorial center, chronologically, 
the reestablishment of Jewish rights must precede 
territorial demands and aspirations. 


In Palestine 
® by David Ben Gurion 


are vitally bound to the great defense tasks which 
have been imposed upon Great Britain and her 
Allies by the aggressions of the Nazi regime, the 
most terrible foe of the Jewish people and of 
human freedom in the world. 


Our standing by the side of Great Britain and 
her Allies does not, however, exhaust the con- 
siderations we have to bear in mind with regard 
to our own cause and needs. Amidst our loyal 
participation in the struggle of Great Britain and 
the Allies we must pursue a policy and a program 
that will not only strengthen our position in Pales- 
tine, and preserve the position which we have al- 
ready achieved, but develop new positions of 
strength which the new circumstances make pos- 
sible and require. This policy must aim at mobil- 
izing to the maximum our creative and militant 
capacity. And when we speak of this capacity 
we have to take into account not only the forces 
already accumulated in the existing Yishuv, but 
also those which are inherent in the dynamics of 
the Diaspora in this war situation. 


Tentatively we may adopt a program along the 
following lines: (1) Continuation and extension 
of immigration: The operations of the war will 
undoubtedly block the way for immigration from 
many countries. Quite a number of certificates 
that have been issued in Germany and Poland 
may not be utilized, but most countries are still 
neutral. Even in the belligerent countries, not all 
gates have been closed. The Via Dolorosa of the 
Jewish migrant will now be covered by more 
thorns and stumbling blocks, but each avenue of 
escape that remains open is doubly important and 
sacred. The immigration to Palestine of each 
individual Jew now has a double significance: sal- 
vation of an individual and an accretion of further 
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strength to the position of his people—more 
power to the only bastion of Jewish strength 
amidst a crumbling Jewish world. 

Not a single Jew in Europe is today safe. 
Hundreds of thousands in Poland are exposed 
to the mercies of Nazism. Who can guarantee 
that the cyclone will not sweep the neighboring 
countries? The war storm must not silence the 
cry for salvation as it expresses itself in the move- 
ment of migrants and refugees to Palestine. On 
the contrary, in the light of the war conflagration 
we see, with terrifying clarity, the precipice of the 
abyss on which a people without a Homeland 
stands. With redoubled strength we must rush 
to the threatened victims the true instrument of 
rescue! .Immigration to the Homeland. 

Immigration to Palestine now is not only an 
addition of quantitative strength to the Yishuv. 
It is our surest safeguard in this emergency and 
a further guarantee of our future in the country. 
No one knows what is in store nor in what situa- 
tion the Yishuv may find itself. It is quite possible 
that the extent of our strength will determine the 
fate, not only of the half a million Jews now liv- 
ing in Palestine, but of our people’s hope. 


(2) Extension of agricultural area: The ac- 
quisition of new land and the maximum exploita- 
tion of every tract of land at our disposal are now 
a supreme command. In this respect, not only 
the needs of the future must be borne in mind. 
We must now, immediately, prepare for the state 
of siege which may come with the approach of 
war operations to our ports and frontiers. Even 
now, while the Mediterranean is yet comparatively 
undisturbed, the possibilities for export and im- 
port have been considerably reduced. Since Pales- 
tine is not economically self-sufficient, it behooves 
us to take timely measures to provide the neces- 
sary food supply through the cultivation of land 
at our disposal. It is quite possible that the 
Yishuv will be compelled to live on what it alone 
can produce. It may be necessary to remove the 
surplus urban population to the colonies and to 
increase the scope of our agricultural structure. 


(3) A military alliance with England: There 
can be no difference of opinion regarding the com- 
plete solidarity between Jews and the British in 
this war. With no less fervor than any English- 
man does every Jew pray now for the victory of 
the British Empire. It is not only a common 
enemy which binds us to England, but also the 
fact that the Jewish people cannot forget that 
Great Britain was first to recognize us as a peo- 
ple, to re-affiirm our historic connection with Eretz 
Israel and to help us in no small measure to re- 
build our Homeland. 

Our fate is bound to that of Great Britain. 
Her war is our war. Yet our “British orienta- 
tion” did not begin with the Balfour Declaration. 
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Herzl foresaw many years before the first World 
War that our future in Palestine was bound up 
with Great Britain. The first Zionist instruments 
of action were founded in England. Our ties 
were strengthened after the conquest of Palestine 
by British troops (including the Jewish Legion) 
and after the issuance of the Balfour Declaration. 
The Mandate era has not always seen ideal and 
idyllic cooperation between us and the Mandatory 
Government. Ours was a kind of cooperation that 
wound its way through a permanent and difficult 
struggle. The White Paper forced us into a 
serious conflict with the British Government, but 
this conflict was limited to Palestine policy. There 
was never a conflict between the Jewish and the 
British people. In the midst of our struggle 
against the White Paper we repeatedly stated: 
‘“‘We are opposing the policies of the British Gov- 
ernment, but we are not fighting against you. We 
have not regarded the White Paper as England’s 
last word in the matter and have not formed our 
judgment of the British democracy on the basis 
of the failure of one of its governments.’’ When 
the war broke out we knew immediately where we 
stood notwithstanding our “differences of op- 
inion.” 

(4) Independence: Just because of our deep 
solidarity with Great Britain, we cannot lose sight 
of the destiny which Jewish history imposed upon 
us in this struggle. If it becomes incumbent upon 
us to take part in the gigantic combat, we must 
fight as an independent unit, as an indivisible peo- 
ple whose fate is common but not identical with 
that of British democracy. The defeat of western 
democracy, God forbid, would bring in its wake 
the collapse of the Jewish people. We must make 
our fullest contribution towards the defense of 
the world against Nazi aggression, but, in no less 
a measure, it is our task, not merely to defend 
the Yishuv in its present form and extent, but to 
mobilize and utilize our strength for securing the 
future of the Jewish people in its Homeland. 


Military aid to Great Britain and her Allies 
must be given—and only by this method will it 
have magnitude—not by Jews but by Judaea! 
Judaea, independent, does not as yet exist in inter- 
national law, but she does exist in our hearts and if 
we will it, she will emerge into reality. We shall 
be a blessing only if England will understand that 
she has to accept us as we are; not only with our 
ability, zeal and accumulated experience, but also 
with our hope for Redemption which pulsates in 
our hearts and dominates our action. We are 
people of a Jewish pattern wherever we are, on 
our way to the Homeland, in the midst of our 
work in it and on the field of battle. We cannot 
merely, as subjects of the British Empire, become 
a part of the front. We came not as mere im- 
migrants but as Jews to Eretz Israel. Only as the 
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sons and representatives of the Jewish people 
can we enter into an alliance with the British 
forces in a common position on the battlefront. 
In this respect, the Yishuv has to perform a na- 
tional task of singular historic significance. For 
perhaps only Palestine Jewry can appear on the 
scene of history as the representative of Jewish 


nationality. The Jews of the Diaspora are not | 


free agents. They cannot act in accordance with 
their Jewish conscience. The Yishuv is differently 
conditioned and the Jews of Palestine can and 
must act as Jews. 


(5) Unity and discipline: In order to act as 
Jews and as the representatives of the Jewish peo- 
ple, it is inevitable that we, the Yishuv, act as a 
single unit. Not each one for himself, not each 
one on his own volition, but as an organized and 
internally disciplined unit bound by Zionist respon- 
sibility and destiny. Now, if it becomes incum- 
bent upon us to take part in the great forthcom- 
ing struggle, we shall have to act not as the Yi- 
shuv, the Jewish community of Palestine, but as 
the vanguard fighting for the realization of 
Zionism. 


Our economic and political dangers call for the 
obliteration of internal controversies. These must 
now give way to a concerted effort. If not all 
sections of the Yishuv have recognized this vital 
need it is clear that in regard to our action towards 
the outer world, any separate activity by any group 
within the Yishuv would be no less than a stab 
in the back for the Jewish people. 


(6) Facts, not declarations: The last World 
War gave us a great document: The Balfour 
Declaration. 


We are quite familiar with the superficial 
criticisms of the Declaration and of the Mandate. 
The Declaration did not, however, formulate our 
aspiration; it gave expression only to England's 
undertaking to help us in the realization of our 
aspiration. True, this undertaking was not entirely 
lived up to. But it is important to bear in mind 
that the Declaration was a great act and created 
the possibility for a great advance in nation-build- 
ing that has no parallel in the history of our peo- 
ple since the beginning of the Diaspora. 


But 1939 is not 1917. Reliance on declarations 
and formulae or on mere international gestures 
will not do now. We live today in an era of hard 
realities, a period of cruelty the like of which 
the world has not’ seen. We cannot hope for 
generosity. We cannot hope for the miracle that 
in the midst of war the world will return to its 
higher standards of justice, generosity and con- 
sideration for the weak. No one knows what is 
in store for Palestine. No one can foretell what 
will be the fate of the world and of the Jewish 
people. 
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The war has just begun. Actually it has taken 
place only in Poland and all is yet comparatively 
quiet on the Western front, but the international 
situation is more complex and its menace greater 
than in 1914. Under these circumstances we must 
be ready for the historic day of judgment. There 
is no more substantial safeguard than our mobil- 
ized strength coupled with the justice of our 
demands and the moral grandeur of our achieve- 
ments and purpose. On these our case will rest 
when the world will be ready for a decision in- 
volving us. 


(7) Mobilization of ecanomic and human re- 
sources: We must mobilize our economic and hu- 
man resources in Eretz Israel. We have another 
front: the front of construction which is no less 
important for us than the war front. Without 
human and economic resources no war can be 
waged. Our struggle can certainly not be carried 
on without safeguarding our positions in the col- 
onies and in the cities. We shall not be able to 
hold our positions if our resources will not be 
mobilized and strengthened in accordance with our 
greater need. The military authorities may call 
on our technicians and professional men for the 
needs of the British Army. Calls of this nature 
are already being made and they will increase as 
time goes on. We shall have to place ourselves in 
a position to meet these demands.in full but we 
must not impair the functioning of our economic 
structure. We shall also have to provide the 
necessary resources for the development and ex- 
tension of this structure. Without a plan of thor- 
ough mobilization of our human and economic re- 
sources and without national discipline, we shall 
not be able to maintain our position and to per- 
form the new tasks which rest on us and which 
may yet be imposed by the war. 


(8) And, finally, a few words about American 
Jewry: During all these years the Yishuv has per- 
formed a great historic mission for the Jewish 
people. In doing so, it has borne the brunt of the 
struggle. As the vanguard, the Yishuv has stood 
many trials including three and a half years of 
Arab terror. The Yishuv will also stand the su- 
preme test of the war period. However, its new 
tasks require additional strength. The absorption 
of new immigrants, the acquisition of more land, 
the raising of a military force—these cannot be 
accomplished with the financial resources of the 
Yishuv alone, even if the Jews of Palestine exert 
their maximum efforts. European Jewry now lies 
prostrate and chained. Outside of Palestine, there 
is only one center of Jewish population that is 
capable of shouldering the great burden: Amer- 
ican Jewry. 


Regardless of whatever political decisions may 
be reached in consequence of the war, the economic 
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havoc resulting from the war will probably not 
affect the United States. Just as in the last World 
War, American Jewry will be called to step into 
the breach, to rush succor to the war victims in 
Europe and to extend the necessary cooperation 
and aid for salvaging the Jewish People through 
the upbuilding of its Homeland in Eretz Israel. 
Bread for the hungry and shelter for the refugees 
in Europe, increasing the creative and fighting 


13 


strength of the Yishuv, political mobilization for 
our struggle for freedom—these are our tasks for 
which the cooperation of American Jewry is 
needed. 

Not as victims in need but as the vanguard of 
the Jewish people, we have a right to demand 
of American Jewry that it contribute of its 
strength and substance for the needs of the historic 
struggle in which we are now engaged. 


Blueprint for a Post-War World 


R. WILLI SCHLAMM did well, in open- 


/4 ing the discussion of what might be called 
“post-war perspectives”, to sound a note of cau- 
tion. Any number of easy solutions to the per- 
plexing problem of a just and enduring peace can 
be readily imagined, but always the intractable 
ways of men, their habits and prejudices, national 
and racial view-points and animosities, the limits 
of man’s reason and imagination, combine to 
interpose an immovable obstacle between the pro- 
posal and its realization. A popular song in 1916 
ended with the refrain: 

“There'd be no war today 

If all the mothers would say 

I didn’t raise my boy to be a soldier.” 
That is one solution, only there is not even a 
faint prospect of a sizable number, not to say all 
the mothers of the world, banding together against 
the enlistment and conscription of their sons. 
Twenty-five hundred years ago, Aristophanes 
jokingly, and with scorn for prudery, outlined the 
possibilities of a married women’s strike against 
war. Universal socialism, Christianity, interna- 
tional organization—various are the schemes sug- 


gested, but it would be best to bear in mind that - 


“universal” anything or other is likely to be a 
utopian soap bubble. 

Much has been written of the parallel between 
1914 and 1939, but for socialists the difference 
is just as striking. In 1914 the war split the social- 
ist movement along national” lines with German 
and Austrian socialists backing the Dual Alliance, 
and socialists in the entente countries supporting 
the Allied cause. A minority of socialists in all 
countries (except in Italy and the U. S. where 
for local reasons the anti-war protestants were a 
majority) opposed both sides impartially and 
called for revolution. Yet, even among socialists 
who supported their governments, the belief pre- 
vailed that whatever special blame attached to 
one government or the other, fundamentally the 
war was caused by imperialist policies inevitably 
pursued by all the capitalist states; the final cause 
of war was capitalism. From this the comforting 
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conclusion could be and was drawn that any 
country could have peace by casting off the rule 
of the bourgeoisie and turning to socialism. That 
is not the case now. It would be an understate- 
ment to say merely that today there is no dispute 
among socialists as to which side merits their 
support. Indeed, this war is genuinely and em- 
phatically a socialist concern. England and France 
are fighting our battle to rid Europe and the world 
of an oppressive, blood-stained tyranny. Not 
even remotely can the ‘capitalist imperialist ambi- 
tions of the English and French bourgeoisie be 
said to have brought on this war. On the other 
hand, the one so-called socialist state that emerged 
from the revolutionary upheaval in Russia pur- 
sues such a cynical, imperialist policy that her 
very name has become a by-word for dishonesty 
and oppression. After the Armistice of 1918, 
men could hope that socialism would of a certain- 
ty bring peace to Europe—they cannot do so 
now. 


Socialist effort must be concentrated on the 
winning of the war; all else is secondary. In this 
connection, we ought to distinguish between pro- 
posals of post-war reform (that must in the nature 
of the case be tentative) and the war-aims or 
war-demands of the Allied powers. Whatever 
we may think are the conditions necessary for a 
just and lasting peace, modesty if nothing else, 
should forbid a doctrinaire insistence that such 
perspectives be proclaimed as the war aims of 
England and France. To do this would cause 
possible dissension deflecting attention from the 
vital business of prosecuting the war. 


It is quite natural that socialist parties, just 
because their basic approach to politics is ethical 
—an attempt to remold the world closer to an 
ideal of perfection—should at an early stage raise 
the question of war aims, but at the same time 
we must not shut our eyes to the common sense 
observation that England and France cannot state 
their war aims except vaguely, until much has 
crystallized. The road to victory must be clear, 
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and the end of the war measurably in sight, before 
the war aims of the Western powers can be pro- 
‘claimed. At present all is uncertain. Even the 
identity of the contestants other than the prin- 
cipals, Germany, England and France, is not 
fixed. Will Russia and Italy remain on the side- 
lines or join the war, and on whose side? Will 
Turkey remain neutral? What of Rumania and 
the other Balkan states; what of Finland and the 
Scandinavian, Belgian, Holland bloc? Will the 
struggle be protracted and exhausting, leaving 
behind an intense bitterness as prevailed in 1918- 
1919, or will it be short? How deeply will the 
economic life of the European states, and of the 


U. S., be affected? 


At present, there is but one war aim, viz, the 
destruction of Hitlerism. A more precise state- 
ment cannot and ought not to be made. If the war 
should unexpectedly end soon in an Allied victory, 
the likelihood is that Germany’s territorial in- 
tegrity will not be disturbed; even her absorption 
of Austria may be respected, nor will onerous de- 
mands for reparation of damages be made, but 
if the conflict should be prolonged and human 
and material loss be great, it is to be expected that 
England and France will demand as security for 
German assurances of good behavior in the future, 
her total demilitarization and perhaps control 
over the Kiel canal, the Saar and Rhineland. The 
failure of the French to resist the German oc- 
cupation and fortification of the Rhineland was a 
cardinal blunder, for which all Europe is now 
paying the price. However, it would only 
strengthen the Nazi lie of “encirclement” if de- 
mands of this character were now to be announced 
as Allied war aims. They must be left to wait 
on the course of events. The Nazis themselves 
know this and their propagandists are skillfully 
playing on the notorious readiness of liberals and 
socialists to demand that their government make 
public pronouncement of war aims. We ought to 
guard against falling into this trap. 


The question men are asking themselves is 
this: After Germany is defeated how will Europe 
be reconstituted, and how will Europe be assured 
against a resurgence of nationalism and militar- 
ism? Let us take up the second question first. 
It is likely that the unhappy experience of the 
German people under Nazi rule, particularly their 
defeat in war, twice within one generation, will go 
a long way towards curing them of the desire to 
follow a new Messiah promising to restore their 
“national honor.”’ Furthermore, it is reasonable 
to suppose that the Allied countries will not, after 
suffering the humiliation of 1933-1939, relax con- 
trol over German rearmament as readily as they 
did following the last war. Basically, though, the 
problem is political and economic, and merges 
with the first one—that of the integration of Ger- 
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many as a satisfied national unit into a new Ev. 
ropean order. 

A federated United States of Europe is a 
desideratum whose economic, political, national 
and psychological preconditions deserve explora. 
tion, though I agree with Schlamm that it is much 
too early to treat it as a practical post-war pos. 
sibility. Yet, it ought not for that reason be dis. 
carded altogether, but retained as a goal towards 
which Europe should strive. Regional federa. 
tion might serve as a stage on the road to Ev. 
ropean federation. Already there is a working 


agreement of the Scandinavian countries which: 


ought to be extended to cover a unified customs, 
monetary system and defense. Similarly, the 
Slavic nations, excluding Russia (for political and 
economic reasons) but including a reconstituted 
Poland and Czechoslovakia, ought to be com. 
bined into one or perhaps two federations of 
states, providing considerable local autonomy, a 
federal army supplemented by state militias, uni- 
fied customs and post, though perhaps local coin- 
age and taxation. The organization of such a 
federal state is admittedly difficult and will raise 
a lot of complicated problems, but the obstacles, 
I believe, are not insuperable. Throughout the 
major part of European history, the Eastern and 
Southern Slavs have been the underdogs. Their 
subjugation was always accomplished by the ability 
of the Germans to play off one Slavic state against 
another. It may be that the Slavs (excluding the 
Russians, of course) have not learned their les- 
son, but if they have they will see that a federal 
state is their best guarantee against German and 
Russian domination. Hungary, because of its 
geographical situation should be urged, though not 
compelled, to join a Slavic federation. 


Self-determination of peoples was the slogan of 
the 1918-1919 settlement, and the disillusion of 
the post-war years has led many to reject na- 
tionality as the decisive criterion of statehood. 
We are beginning to discern the truth of the para- 
dox propounded by Lord Action: “The greatest 
adversary of the rights of nationality is the mod- 
ern theory of nationality.” It is fair to say that 
no conceivable settlement could satisfy all national 
claims or aspirations. Nevertheless, national as- 
pirations exist and must be reckoned with. The 
principle of federalism is the only solvent capable 
of holding national aims in the solution of a larger 
viable and defensible geographic unit. 

Inherent in a Europe made up of regional fed- 
erations is the possibility of the formation of 
blocs of states, using their greater economic and 
political power to discriminate against others. This 
is a real danger for, unfortunately, popular sup- 
port can invariably be had for monopolistic poli- 
cies and the game of monopoly once begun, begets 
a vicious circle. 
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The Europe which we would like to see built 


‘up after the war is a free-trade Europe; free- 


trade in the widest sense, of commodities and 
ideas. This excludes a planned Europe with pro- 
duction quotas here and there, marketing schemes, 
crop control and the like. The aim must be the 
restoration of an approach to international free 
trade. All this sounds terribly capitalistic and, 
indeed, there is no disguising that the Europe we 
have in mind will be basically capitalistic in its 
economic structure; the capitalist facing the free 
laborer who can organize for political and econ- 
omic advantage, as he choses, leaving a job if he 
wishes, which is the workingman’s way of firing 
an employer he doesn’t like. How, the reader may 
ask, is this compatible with our platform as social- 
ists? Space does not permit more than a brief 
reply. The idea and ideal of socialism have them- 
selves undergone a radical transformation of 
which we are but vaguely aware. We feel that 
the change is taking place, but see the conse- 
quence only dimly as through a haze. Frankly, 
we are in the position of an army which having 
advanced far ahead of its bases over ground that 
cannot be defended, is being vigorously counter- 
attacked by the enemy, and must either re-form 
itself along a much shorter line or suffer total 
annihilation. Our effort must be devoted not to 
technical schemes of socialization, about which 
the workingman is really indifferent, and the 
merits of which he is incapable of judging anyway, 
but to permeate the essentially capitalist economic 
structure of modern society with the socialist 
spirit—a vigorous militant demand for social and 
labor legislation, the safeguarding of the worker’s 
right to organize and express himself freely, the 
preservation of civil liberties, of democratic gov- 
ermnent and what, for want of a better term, I 
shall call an ethical approach to politics. This, 
I am aware, is all pretty indefinite, but the spirit 
of such a world embracing movement like social- 
ism can no more be distilled, caught in a beaker, 
measured and precisely defined, than can the spirit 
of Christianity, Judaism, or, in fact, even of 
capitalism. 


Inevitably, the question will: arise: What is to 
become of the League of Nations? The concep- 
tion was a grand one, but, alas, too amibitious. 
Its efficient operation presupposes a degree of in- 
ternational solidarity that never did exist. This, 
however, was not the only reason for its failure. 
Lacking authority or force of its own, its func- 
tioning depended on the willingness of member 
states to observe their international agreements, 
so that when fascist states openly boasted of their 
“dynamism” and scorn of their own pledged 
covenants, its death knell was sounded. 


The League of Nations idea might as well be 
temporarily shelved and in its place substituted a 
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League of European States embracing Great 
Britain (excluding the commonwealth nations and 
colonies) and the continental states. However, 
totalitarian states, whether of the Right or of 
the Left, should be ineligible to membership. 
Furthermore, its statutes should oblige member 
states to guarantee protection of rights of minor- 
ities. A permanent League Commission should 
be constituted to hear complaints of violations of 
minority rights and to lay before the League As- 
sembly reports founded upon such complaints. 
Existing mandated territories might well be trans- 
ferred to the new League to be administered under 
its mandate, since with negligible exceptions, no 
non-European state, except Japan, holds any man- 
dates, and the Japanese mandates have only a 
fictitious existence. If the states joining the new 
League could be gotten to agree as a condition 
of membership to practice no tariff discriminations 
against each other, a long forward step toward 
European and eventually international free trade 
would be made. States guilty of violation of basic 
League statutes should be punished by sanctions, 
and persistent violators expelled. 


The principle of collective security, with provi- 
sion for peaceable revision of frontiers, should 
be explicitly enunciated as the corner-stone of the 
new League, though the proposal will meet with 
the resistance especially of the smaller states who 
quite naturally fear to be involved in war with 
a powerful aggressor. Yet, collective security is 
for their benefit, and in any event, a League 
whose states are at war with one another is an 
absurdity. The recognition of collective security 
implies the denial of the right of neutrality—a 
right behind which states now shirk their duty 
to the community of states to which they belong, 
and place upon others an onerous burden of main- 
taining international right and decency. In the 
present juncture, for instance, there is no good 
reason why the Scandinavian countries, Holland, 
Belgium, should be permitted to supply the Nazis 
with the implements of war, when in the event of 
a Hitler victory, their national liberties will be put 
in jeopardy. The policeman has the right to 
commandeer an automobile of a citizen to give 
chase to a gunman. 


Yet, it would be wrong to place too much em- 
phasis on schemes of federation, league or cove- 
nant. Primarily, the problem of securing peace is 
that of getting pacific governments. Peaceably 
inclined peoples and governments do not need 
covenants, and bellicose ones wont respect them. 
Only a week ago, a “progressive” farmer-labor 
Senator from Minnesota, Lundeen, declared in 
the Senate that the occasion was opportune to grab 
the West Indies from Britain. Certainly, we can 
do what Stalin is now doing in the Baltic, and we 
stand even a better chance of getting away with 
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it, but we will not engage in the Hitler-Stalin 
policy not because we are restrained by covenants, 
but because it would shock the moral conscience 
of our people. 


I come now to the last question asked by the 
editors of this journal: What measures should 
be taken toward the distribution of largely un- 
occupied and underdeveloped areas in such a man- 
ner as would contribute towards a lasting peace 
and to a solution of economic and national minor- 
ity problems?” The manner in which the question 
is formulated betrays, it seems to me, the belief 
of the editors that the economic and _ national 
minority problems of Europe (since their refer- 
ence, I am sure, is only to Europe) cannot be 
solved within the borders of that continent. If 
this were so, the outlook would be dark indeed, 
for while there exists some unoccupied territory 
on this planet, there exists nowhere that we know 
of, any unpossessed territory and such territories 
as are at present unoccupied, British Guiana, e.g., 
or the vast deserts of Arabia, the interior of 
Africa or Australia, are nearly, if not altogether, 
uninhabitable. Buz what evidence is there that 
Europe is overpopulated to such an extent that the 
only solution to the claims of national minorities 
to existence is expulsion and migration to unknown 


lands? 


While the question relates to national minori- 
ties in general, as Jews, we are justified in think- 
ing of ourselves first; especially so as our position 
is more anomalous and precarious than that of 
any other minority, and the sufferings of our peo- 
ple, particularly in Poland, have been and will be 
indescribably worse than those of any other. In 
Europe, Jews are an urban people engaged in 
trade, or as artisans, and where not heavily dis- 
criminated against, in the professions. It should 
be patent, therefore, that our prosperity, nay, 
Jewish existence, depends on the revival of trade, 
the removal of barriers to the free flow of goods 
and the exchange of markets, in short, on the re- 
vival of a free-trade, liberal capitalism. Should 
Germany win the war, we are doomed if only 
because as victor she will force the Nazification of 
Europe. The future is forecast in the theoretical 
lucubrations of the popular “geopolitical”? school 
of Haushofer, and in present Nazi practice in 
Czecho-Slovakia and Poland. The Baltic and 
Slavic states, perhaps even Scandinavia and 
France, will be ‘administered by German over- 
lords, their products and markets rigidly con- 
trolled and exploited for the benefit of the Nazi 
bureaucracy in a fashion somewhat analogous to 
the way Soviet officialdom exploits the vast domain 
of the U.S.S.R. Even if the Nazis changed their 
race doctrine, which no one expects, there would 
be no room for Jews in Germany as long as Hit- 
lerism remains in power. But if England and 


France should win, pa.ticularly if their victory 
should lead to a federated Europe, the breaking 
down of the remnants of feudalism in Germany, 
Poland, Hungary and Rumania, the destruction 
of autarchy, the freeing of customs barriers, we 
can reasonably expect a revival of Europe in in. 
dustry, commerce and the professions as has been 
the case wherever, as in the U.S. and Western 
Europe, capitalism has progressed. In my view, 
the point needs emphasis because it is infrequently 
expressed that the only hope for the Jews in 
Europe is the maintenance of a liberal capitalism. 


We have all suffered a good deal of disillusion- 
ment, even the generation now in its twenties and 
early thirties who did not personally thrill with 
the exhileration following the Russian Revolution 
and the signing of the Armistice when plans of 
socialization and workers’ control were the daily 
food of socialist discussion, and the dictatorship 
of the proletariat as against bourgeois democracy 
the heated topic of debate. We would be quite 
content now with bourgeois democracy, and gladly 
utter the phrase without a sneer. Nor are we 
quite so quick to fancy that we have a nostrum 
for the world’s ills, a key to the hoped for Utopia 
where class strife and war would be banished. 
Disillusion brings with it its own dangers—a freez- 
ing of the imagination, an unwillingness to ex- 
amine new possibilities, a hardening of the heart, 
a loss of idealism and a cynical contempt for the 
ideals and aspirations of man. However, the 
post-war experience, cruel as it has been, was not 
without value; it has taught us much, and I dare 
say that the end of this war will find us better 
prepared realistically to grapple with the problems 
of a world searching for peace and the renewal of 
its social and economic life. 


"L'CHO DODI" 


I sat one Friday night with five or six 

Forgotten Jews I’d-seen somewhere before. 

We talked of many things: of art and war, 

Of books and girls, of truth and parlor tricks. 
The words kept piling, piling up like bricks 

The ancients used to build their tower and swore 
To climb to God. The more we talked, the more 
I knew that this was Babel politics. 


And, what is more, they knew it too. They knew 
That bricks will build up pyramids, but fail 

To touch the sky; that words and pretty speech 
Seduce a fellow’s brain but never reach 

The heart. We lit our pipes, drank gingerale, 
And all this while the Sabbath whispered, Jew! 


JupAH GOLDIN 
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Three Books of Palestinian Verse 


AVAR, Palestine’s labor daily, is a unique 
newspaper. Serving as an adequate reporter 
of local and foreign news is almost the least of 
its functions, for it is in essence the moral and 
political guide of the majority of the Palestinian 
Jewish community. The influence exerted by its 
daily editorials and special articles is reinforced 
by weekly and monthly supplements including an 
erudite literary review, a charming ‘“Davar for 
the Child,” a woman’s magazine and a thoroughly 
scientific economic publication devoted mainly to 
the problems of the cooperatives. In addition, the 
Davar press for almost a decade now has pub- 
lished a number of important books and distribut- 
ed them at minimum prices to its subscribers. The 
list begins with the poems of Rachel and the 
stories of Deborah Baron and includes, among 
many others, Arlosoroff’s Works, Jacob Stein- 
berg’s essays and poems, reprints of Bialik’s collec- 
tions of “Agada” and of the Hebrew translation 
of Graetz’s “History of the Jews’—books that 
you will find in every settlement and even with 
astonishing frequency in every poor city home. 


It is Rachel’s distinction to have given direct 
and moving expression to the Jewish pioneer’s 
rediscovery of the soil of Palestine, and Davar 
has consistently encouraged the young poets who, 
like Rachel, grow out of and reflect the life of 
labor Palestine. That. new life, after all, repre- 
sents nothing less than a revolution in Jewish 
history, and revolutions, we know, almost never 
find first-rate literary expression at once. We may 
have to wait a generation or generations for the 
supremely great artists who will reflect and in- 
terpret the change. In the meantime, we have a 
group of gifted young poets—not Bialiks, to be 
sure, but undoubtedly talented and _ interesting. 
The fact that they exist at all and write as they 
do, is in itself significant, for more than one ob- 
server has wondered whether by making the young 
Jew so much more normal and many-sided Pales- 
tine will not blunt his intellectual and artistic 
abilities. At least a tentative answer to this ques- 
tion is provided by these youthful poets who are 
either European born halutzim or even, in a num- 
ber of cases, native Palestinians, children of 
pioneer settlers who came in the early years of 
the century. 


Three small gray volumes printed by the Da- 
var press this year contain the poetic output of 
three typical Palestinians, Samson Meltzer, a 
young man working on Davar’s own staff, Fania 
Bergstein, a woman member of the kvutza of Geva 


® by Shulamith Schwartz 


in Emek Jezreel, and Benjamin Tannenbaum, 
a boy in his twenties who is a member of a Sho- 
mer Hatzair kibbutz. No one of them, it is safe 
to say, has yet reached the highest point of which 
he is capable in poetry but each of them is, to a 
greater or less extent, a genuine artist, and all of 
them write with a sincerity and freshness that take 
the reader into the very heart of the emotions, 
problems and aspirations of which the life of 
this generation in Palestine is compounded. 


The break with the past, as far as themes are 
concerned, is least evident in the work of the first 
and urban poet. There are only seventeen poems 
in Meltzer’s ‘“‘On Seven Strings” but the seven or 
eight longer and more mature ones prove him to 
be a really original poet who is the master of an 
exquisite genre. He has taken traditional Chas- 
sidic material from his native Galicia and turned 
it into graceful, very musical ballads—a kind of 
thin spun, filigree poetry that is at the same time 
full of richly philosophical implications. Here is 
the Baal Shem Tov himself in his narrow little 
house on a mountain side “between Tlust the 
village and Tlust the town”. He goes out into 
the white and splendid world of snow, lovingly 
watching the ravens at rest after flight. Disturbed 
by the discontented crowing of one raven, he 
breaks a hole in a frozen stream, plunges into it 
to purify himself and emerges to find a new world, 
a world all holiday, smiling at him. Even the ra- 
ven has changed its cry to another which signifies 
that the evil decree is annulled. The Baal Shem 
appears in strange juxtaposition in another bal- 
lad describing the death of Dobush, a famous 
Carpathian mountain bandit who was a sort 
of Galician Robin Hood. According to popular 
tradition, Dobush admired and respected the Baal 
Shem and often met him in the mountains to which 
he used to retire in order to meditate and pray 
in solitude. Dobush is old, his days of mountain 
ambush are ended, and he who ruled over king 
and count will soon be raven’s’ food. Even his 
sixty henchmen and his cave full of treasure can- 
not save him, and after the Baal Shem has pre- 
pared him, he rides off with Death, each of them 
on his own horse, but Dobush’s white horse comes 
back riderless to the sixty henchmen. 


The same technique that gives poetic life to 
the Baal Shem and Dobush, to Elijah the prophet 
at a Passover seder, and to those merry brothers, 
Rabbit Zoosha and Rabbi Melech, is used by 
Meltzer for present day themes as well—the 
humiliation of Israel in his own land, his sons 
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slain, imprisoned, starved, knocking at the gate 
only to find it locked, the key in the hands of a 
stranger, the soil possessed by Hagar’s son. And 
a newspaper item becomes touching poetry in the 
ballad of ““A Youth Among the Youths of Israel” 
who in his passion for redemption in Palestine 
stole across the Polish border, hid in a wagon- 
load of coal destined for a Mediterranean steamer 
and was crushed to death by the crane. ‘‘Captain, 
we have found a body in the coal.” “Throw it 
into the sea.” 


If Meltzer’s subjects are only occasionally con- 
temporary, Fania Bregstein’s are always so, taken 
directly from her life in Geva. Often somewhat 
diffuse and a little rhetorical, her book, ‘‘Vintage,”’ 
is characterized throughout by freshness and 
warmth of feeling and at its best strikes out me- 
morable lines. A poem called “My Field” is 
altogether typical. “I have sowed the golden 
seed,” one might paraphrase it, “deep in my 
ploughed furrow. I have prayed for wind and 
waited for rain, bent down to watch, counted the 
days and numbered the nights and grown to- 
gether with the grain. I shall sow again and count 
the days again until I reap and thresh, for the 
sake of my grandfather’s memory and my father’s 
longing and for for the sake of my little baby 
son.”” The two themes indicated here dominate all 
Fania’s poetry: attachment through work to na- 
ture, and a constant awareness of the individual’s 
place in the chain of the generations. The Zionist 
pioneer of today, Fania’s poetry says, lives as he 
does because his father dreamed of Zion, and 
when he dies his child will inherit Zion from him 
easily and naturally. 


The tilled, open spaces of garden-like Geva 
are the background of all the poems. Working in 
the kvutzah’s sewing room, Fania rebels, longing 
for what is outside the gate. She writes ardently 
of the conquest of nature by those who came first 
to Geva, determined to clothe the waste land 
with fields and make it flower into gardens. Every 
limb of theirs, every sinew and muscle and 
wrinkle still remember how thorny the ground 
was and how they planted the first little shoot and 
pitched the first tent. That first divine ecstasy of 
work can never recur, for the days are all alike 
now, all full of carefully planned, detailed toil. 
But even today “‘God is still with us when we work 
feverishly,” and even today there is song in every 
movement of the hand. 

Fania’s best known poem, “I Am The Daugh- 
ter,” gives eloquent and touching expression to 
her conception of her generation’s place in Jewish 
history. 

I am the daughter 
Of generations of bent Jews, bowed 
Under the burden of heavy days, 





Fearful of every policeman and every 
unruly boy, 

Humbly greeting every drunkard and 
scoundrel, 

Tremulous as leaves in a storm 

At the tiding of pogrom and slaughter, 

But bearing in their inmost hearts 

A dream of light and consolation— 

Zion comforting her sons. 


I am the sister 

Of all those who daily go out to meet 
death, 

Never knowing if these are their last 
hours upon the earth, 

If this is the last sunset glow, 

The last child’s kiss, the last time it lisps 
“Shalom.” 

I am the sister of all those 

Who drive their trucks towards death 
each day, 

All those who with their own two hands, 

Unquestioning, give their singing lives 
to death. 


I am the mother of all the little children 

Whose clear, wondering eyes ask word- 
lessly, 

“Why? For what? How long?’— 

All the little children who walking 
joyously here 

Have made each inch of soil their own, 

Who, born under these heavy skies, 

Bring the sandy desert wastes 

The message of the field, the garden and 
the wood. 

I am the mother of all the children 

Who will tread upon the soil of this 
little land 

And no longer be compelled to forgive 
heroically 

And die heroically. 


The sense of historic continuity is quite as 
strong in Tannenbaum’s volume, ‘‘Fatherland.” 
Attachment to nature too, is almost as important 
in his work as in Fania’s, but his is, on the whole, 
a far more vigorous and promising poetic voice. 
There are moments when his strongly rhythmic, 
deeply felt verse seems to be, as it were, the chant 
of his entire generation. Even the title poem, 
setting the note of the entire book, is more sym- 
bolic than personal, for all that it is written in 
the first person. “Returning from the wanderings 
of two thousand years, I walked the desolate roads 
and I was pained and sad for I remembered how 
my fathers in the alien distance said ‘Fatherland!’ 
with their last breath, and my heart wept, ‘Father- 
land! Fatherland’! The bond between the grand- 
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father who had “sanctified the Holy Name” and 
the grandson who came to Zion with a radical 
Socialist philosophy had never been broken. The 
grandfather had bequeathed life and faith to his 
son; the son, battered by adverse fate, “knew in 
his heart that he bequeathed life to his son,” and 
the son’s own son, conceived in a tent among howl- 
ing jackals, would once more fight death with life. 
That little son when he grew older would walk out 
in the field at twilight with his father and be told 
about his father’s generation, “how from all the 
corners of the earth, 

We brought our dream of redemption 

here, 
Walking over mountains alone, 
With love and longing in our knapsacks...” 
The years of Arab-Jewish disturbances leave 

their mark everywhere in Tannenbaum’s poetry. 
“In these days of wrath when storms beat above 
us and we are like a grain carried by a mighty 
wave, an anthill trampled by every passing foot,” 
even the beauty of nature ceases to be a consola- 
tion for through our windows now there comes not 
only the light of setting suns but also the light of 
burning grain and the groans of dying men, the cry 
of an entire people. But the storm will not last for- 
ever and when it ceases, we shall still be “bending 
over our fields, those fields so desirous of seed, 
so eager for man’s hand.” In fact, it is only for 
the sake of those fields and the children and the 
animals they nourish that the World War soldier 
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of Tannenbaum’s fluidly lovely, long poem, “The 
Last Trench,” can take up his hated gun again. 

Tannenbaum has written two of the most stirr- 
ing poems—hymns almost—produced by what we 
might call the positive side of the disturbances, 
the heroic settlement of exposed points. His 
‘“‘Hanita,” written after the death of one of the 
first settlers to go up there, rings out unfor- 
gettably: 


Sing, my muse, of the unknown sons of 
Israel, 

Who bury their brothers and continue 
to bear the yoke. 

Sing of their following the plough by day, 

Of their lying on ground at night. 

Sing of them all, of them all, 

Sons of a stubborn people who will not 
yield.” 


The same mood—the characteristic mood of 
Jewish Palestine and the spirit that keeps it alive 
—is in the ballad of ‘‘Juara”, commemorating the 
settlement of the hill colony by the American 
Shomer Hatzair group: 

‘‘When we went up to Juara in the hills 
of Ephraim 

And the roadway was no road, the path 
no path at all, 

We believed the waste would be a refuge, 

Would be planted, ploughed and 
reaped...” 


The Pacifist Movements 


eegnd S’'ARRENGERA”—tt will arrange it- 
self—the woman cashier of my hotel said 
to me in Paris a few days before the outbreak of 
the war. “I have a son’, she added with a con- 
fident smile, ‘and I am not worried.” On the 
refugee train to Cherbourg, the Frenchwoman 
carefully powdering her baby, mumbled through 
the safety-pins in her mouth: “Ca s’arrengera; 
you will see.” She knew that the talcum powder 
and a bomb didn’t make sense. Even the bellicose 
taxi-driver ended a vehement anti-Hitler outburst 
with the plaintive non-sequitur: “Ca s’arrangera.” 
Well, it didn’t arrange itself. The irrational 
and monstrous happened in spite of the instinc- 
tive reasonableness of simple men and women. 
And in the face of the general bewilderment— 
since most human beings feel themselves baffled 
and betrayed by the phenomenon of war, quite 
apart from the specific rights and wrongs of a 
particular war—one is puzzled by the feebleness 
of the pacifist movement. Why has pacifism as 
an idea taken no greater hold on the masses of 
mankind particularly since the World War? 


® by Marie Syrkin 


Not that there has been a lack of concerted anti- 
war propaganda. Any number of school-children 
can glibly rattle off the grim necrologue of the 
first World War: 8% million soldiers dead; ten 
million civilian casualties; 21 million wounded. 
Visual aids are invoked: If the dead should march 
twenty abreast from dawn to dusk, they would 
require four months to pass the reviewing stand. 
Elaborate charts are displayed—charts which 
show the cozy houses with a garden plot for every 
citizen, the libraries, the hospitals which could 
have been constructed with the 350 billion dollars 
expended on the World War. And yet, despite 
the alluring pictures, the appalling statistics, one 
must admit that the passion to repeal the prohibi- 
tion amendment was more intense and wide-spread 
than the will to outlaw war. The desire for a 
cocktail roused a greater readiness for mass action 
that the cause of permanent peace. One cannot 
accuse the world of having given the subject of 
peace insufficient attention, but somehow none of 
the schemes for the abolition of war have managed 
to fire the imagination of people in considerable 
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numbers. None of the organized peace machinery 
has managed to establish contact with the natural 
pacifism of the average man—the man who wishes 
to believe to the last second that “Ca s’arrengera.” 


Most people are familiar with the usual ap- 
proaches to the problem of peace. The most 
popular to-day is, as might be expected, the econ- 
omic. From the careful student of the Van Zee- 
land report on international economic reconstruc- 
tion to the casual reader of tabloid editorials, the 
public has been educated in the “have” and “have- 
not”’ doctrine, with peace in the offing through 
the re-allocation of this world’s goods. Religious 
denominations as well as the laity offer access to 
raw materials, the open door to all colonies, the 
reduction of trade-barriers, as the panaceas which 
will turn the lion into the lamb. The National 
Peace Conference, for instance, which acts as 
the clearing-house for the various peace move- 
ments in the United States, sponsored the Con- 
ference on World Economic Cooperation which 
met in Washington in 1938. The upshot of this 
conference was the launching of a campaign to 
bring home the need of economic disarmament— 
as expressed in the abandonment of tariffs, cur- 
rency restrictions, embargoes, etc.—and the in- 
troduction of international co-operation by grant- 
ing access to raw materials, markets and trading 
opportunities on equal terms to all nations. The 
success of this campaign has till today been far 
from brilliant, but possibly its effect will be seen 
in some future peace conference. In this connec- 
tion, it is interesting to note that most of the peace 
literature stresses the fact that colonies—despite 
the terrific hullabaloo raised by Hitler and Musso- 
lini on this score—do not serve as an appreciable 
population outlet. Between 1884-1914 only 22,- 
000 Germans had migrated to German-owned 
colonies. Similarly, though the net immigration 
from Furope in the past fifty years amounted to 
19 million, only half a million migrated to Eu- 
ropean colonies. The extension of the mandate 
system to backward areas, rather than a redis- 
tribution of colonies, is the solution commonly 
advocated. 


As a natural corollary of the economic ap- 
proach, most peace groups seek salvation in the 
setting up of legal peace apparatus—tribunals and 
courts of one kind or another. The classic scheme 
of this kind is, of course, the League of Nations 
which, despite its record of failure and impot- 
ence, still remains -as mankind’s most ambitious 
attempt to replace war by arbitration. But even 
while drawing the curtain over the League’s lack 
of performance, one should not forget that though 
the League failed abysmally in all disputes involv- 
ing the great powers, it displayed signs of life 
on a few occasions involving the small countries. 
Names which sound direly enough in the day’s 
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news have figured, not ignominiously, in the 
League’s history. In 1920 the League stopped a 
quarrel between Sweden and Finland over the 
Aaland Islands. In 1923, it settled a dispute be- 
tween Germany and Poland over Upper Silesia. 
True, it was pre-Hitler Germany. It averted a 
Balkan War in 1925 when Greece invaded Bul- 
garia. The death’s head at the European love. 
feast was always to be seen, but for a while the 
League could exorcise its presence. 


The League of Nations was not the only peace 
agency created by the Versailles Treaty. That 
unhappy document may have carried in its es- 
sence the seeds of future wars, but it was also 
liberally bestrewn with noble beginnings. The 
International Labor Organization, whose pur- 
pose is “to make peace secure through the es- 
tablishment of social justice in all the nations of 
the World”, was chartered by the Treaty of 
Versailles. Since its first meeting in 1919, this 
organization of representatives of employers, 
workers and governments of 57 nations met reg- 
ularly at Geneva to discuss labor conditions and 
industrial relations throughout the world. The 
underlying theory of this body is direct and simple: 
economic conflicts breed war. Under-paid labor 
in backward countries, by its competition, threatens 
living conditions in countries with higher stand- 
ards. Therefore, “‘social justice” will promote 
peace by removing one of the possible economic 
causes of war. A practical example of the Inter- 
national Labor Organization in action was the 
Textile Conference convoked in 1937 to consider 
the threat of cheap Japanese textiles to the indus- 
try as a whole. Viewing the League of Nations 
and the International Labor Organization, one is 
appalled by the good sense and simplicity of their 
premises—appalled, because despite the _intel- 
ligence of the analysis, the adroitness of the ap- 
paratus, the explosion was not averted. Despite 
the League, the World Court, the Kellogg-Briand 
Pact by which most nations bound themselves as 
recently as 1928 to, renounce war as an instru- 
ment of national policy, and pledged themselves 
that the solution of all conflicts ‘shall never be 
sought except by pacific means” the lamps of 
Europe have gone out for a second time withi» 
a generation. 


It is clear that despite the imposing peace ma- 
chinery erected since the last war, no real taboo 
of war had been generated. War became some- 
thing to be avoided—if possible. It had not be- 
come something inconceivable. And in so far as 
it remained conceivable, it became, in a sense, 
inevitable. The only ones who approached the 
problem of peace from the point of view of the 
“inconceivability” of war were the absolute paci- 
fists—a group which has wielded singularly little 
influence on the thought of the Western World. 
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Tolstoy has had his disciples, and Gandhi com- 


mands followers even outside of India, but the 
appeal of both these extraordinary personalities 
has been to individuals, to ‘‘cranks”, rather than 
to the masses of Europe. Even the amazing prac- 
tical success of Gandhi’s gospel of non-violence 
and passive resistance—Satyagraha—in South 
Africa and India, has made little impression on 
the imagination or will of the West. In the popu- 
lar mind Gandhi remains a half-glorious, half- 
comic figure, a nut in a loin-cloth, a saint, perhaps, 
but lacking in realism as he is in suitable apparel. 


Outside of the historic peace churches—the 
Quakers, Mennonites and the Church of the 
Brethren—the chief Christian sects who consist- 
ently maintained the pacifism of early Christianity, 
the organized pacifist movement is numerically 
very small. In the United States, the leading 
pacifist organizations the Fellowship of Reconcillia- 
tion and the War Resisters’ League, number 8,500 
and 16,296 members respectively. The peace 
churches make a better showing: the Quakers, 
105,000; the Mennonites, 116,000; the Church of 
the Brethren, 192,000. However, considering the 
millions of Christians of all denominations in the 
United States, the aggregate size of the religious 
pacifist sects, even including smaller and less known 
pacifist church groups, is trifling. As to the paci- 
fists by conviction rather than faith, the numbers 
speak for themselves. 


This does not mean, naturally, that the peace 
movement as a whole is negligible. The National 
Peace Conference, through its forty affliated or- 
ganizations, represents a membership of approxi- 
mately 60 million, but one glance at some of the 
constituent groups indicates clearly enough that 
though they may be very genuinely concerned with 
the problem of peace, they could by no stretch of 
the imagination be called pacifist. One can readily 
conceive that such groups as the American Youth 
Congress, or the American Association of Univer- 
sity Women, or even the National Council of 
Federated Church Women, could reconcile them- 
selves to a particular war—be it called defensive 
or ideological—which under given circumstances 
would seem to be a justifiable évil. 


In Great Britain, the pacifist movement is in a 
somewhat better position. In the first place, Eng- 
lish pacifism has enjoyed the advantage of having 
prominent spokesmen. Such men as George Lans- 
bury, Bertrand Russel and Aldous Huxley have 
been actively engaged in developing a sizable pa- 
cifist organization. The foremost British peace 
group is the Peace Pledge Union which was 
formed in 1934 in response to an appeal in the 
public press. Sympathizers were asked to send 
a post-card saving simply: ‘‘We renounce war and 
never again, directly or indirectly will we support 
or sanction another.’ Over 130,000 signatures 
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of this pacifist pledge enlisted by 1937. This Peace 
Pledge movement urged the public to refuse to 
participate in air drills on the ground that they 
were inadequate and that they helped to foster a 
war mentality. However, its peace is not merely 
negative. The practical program of the Union 
includes the convoking of a world conference 
where all nations will discuss their problems and 
grievances. It also urges a reconstructed League 
of Nations but opposes the use of sanctions, as 
a form of force. It recommends disarmament, 
unilateral if necessary. Despite its British mem- 
bership, it is bold enough to urge the liquidation 
of empire. Subject peoples should be either lib- 
erated, or in the case of backward peoples as yet 
incapable of self-government, control should be 
transferred to an international authority function- 
ing through an honest mandate system. 


The War Resisters’ International, with which 
the Peace Pledge Union is affiliated, has an equally 
absolute pacifism and an equally fundamental pro- 
gram. It adjures defensive as well as offensive 
wars. It strictures alike war to preserve the ex- 
isting order of society and war to liberate the 
oppressed proletariat. The War Resisters are 
convinced that ‘“‘violence cannot really preserve 
order, defend our home, or liberate the prole- 
tariat,”’ because the proletariat is the chief suf- 
ferer of any war. The ambitious program of the 
War Resisters’ International calls for the re- 
moval of the causes of war which it defines com- 
prehensively as differences between races, re- 
ligions, classes and nations. With the elimination 
of the profit motive, and the adoption of a system 
of world economy which “has for its end the well- 
being of the entire human race,” peace will be 
assured. Such are the proud words: of their pa- 
cifist creed! 


Among the most picturesque single handed at- 
tempt to secure “peace in our time’”’ must be reck- 
oned the efforts of George Lansbury, the vete- 
ran British Labor Leader who resigned as leader 
of the British Labor Party when the party was 
prepared to urge war in behalf of Ethiopia. In 
1935, Lansbury sent a letter to the Times chal- 
lenging the churches to “tell the statesmen the 
solemn truth that Christ’s teaching—is no moon- 
shine.” He called for a congress of representa- 
tives of every religion to be held in Jerusalem. 
The Congress was to urge all governments to 
throw down their arms and come together in a 
world conference. His appeal, despite its dra- 
matic urgency, met with no response. 


Subsequently, he embarked on a journey (which 
he describes touchingly in his “My Quest for 
Peace’) to the capitals of Europe where he in- 
terviewed such sympathetic listeners as Hitler. 
Mussolini and Stalin. Of his peace efforts, he has 
himself written: “Were I completely ignorant as 
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to means whereby peace could be secured through 
cooperative sharing of territories, natural re- 
sources and markets, I would still advocate paci- 
fism and the application of principles of sharing 
and co-operation. Those of us who advocate re- 
moval of small-pox, diphtheria, may not be able to 
explain clearly the methods, but we know that 
they can be prevented.” 


Bertrand Russel is a pacifist with reservations. 
He is not a believer in non-resistance under all 
circumstances. For instance, he concedes that a 
civil war may be justifiable, such as the resistance 
of the Spanish government when attacked by 
Franco. Nor does he make theoretical engage- 
ments for the future. His belief in absolute paci- 
fism is limited, as he himself puts it, to the present, 
and depends upon the destructiveness of aerial 
warfare. Under present conditions, a country 
cannot afford to resist. The consequences are too 
dire. In “Which Way to Peace” he has outlined 
a program for permanent peace. One gets a 
notion of the distance bétween him and absolute 
pacifists like Lansbury or Huxley when one dis- 
covers that one of the political conditions for 
peace that he conceives is the existence of a single 
supreme world government possessed of irresisti- 
ble force so as to be able to impose its will on 
any national state. Air-warfare—Russel’s great 
bug-a-boo would be the exclusive prerogative of 
the world government. Another one of his rather 
forceful suggestions is that unduly fertile nations 
be made to submit to some form of birth control. 


Aldous Huxley, who defines pacifism as ‘‘the ap- 
plication of principles of individual morality to the 
problems of politics and economics,” is a much 
more consistent advocate of the practice of non- 
resistance. It is interesting to see in what detail 
schemes for non-cooperation and passive resist- 
ance have been worked out by pacifist groups. In 
a pamphlet published by the War Resisters’ 
League—“If we should be Invaded” by Jessie 
Wallace Hughson—the principles of unarmed de- 
fense are formulated quite explicitly. A fascinat- 
ing picture is drawn of this battle without arms 
which ultimately routs the hypothetical invader. 
No services or supplies are furnished to the enemy. 
No orders are obeyed except those of the consti- 
tutional civil authorities who deputy their power 
to successors when they themselves are imprisoned. 
No insult or injury is offered the invaders. All 
public officials are pledged to die rather than sur- 
render. If despite the peace strategy the invader 
continues his march undeterred by the passive re- 
sistance of the population, the destruction and 
loss in human values will be far less than that in- 
curred even in victorious war—that is the es- 
sence of the pacifist creed. 


It would be idle to speculate on the practical 
feasibility of non-resistance at this moment. There 
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has been no adequate psychological preparation of 


the masses for such a bold and heroic act. The 
examples of unarmed defense generally quoted 
by pacifists are on the whole unimpressive. Out. 
side of Gandhi’s legendary campaign, the illustra. 
tions offered are on too small a scale to be really 
persuasive. In the Western World, pacifists point 
to such instances as the successful non-resistance 
of Pennsylvania Quakers to the Indians, or passive 
resistance against French occupation in the Ruhr 
Valley in 1923. Such attempts are in themselves 
not valid arguments. However, it becomes in 
creasingly apparent that the phenomenon of war 
in human society cannot be discussed away in the 
course of even the most enlightened round table 
conferences. The justest peace, the most equitable 
division of territorial blessings will not of them. 
selves suffice. The economic and legislative pro- 
grams of the peace movements are essentials. 
They form a blue-print for the future, according 
to which we must build, but there must be some. 
thing in addition. Human society, through train- 
ing, and perhaps through terror—must develop 
a taboo sense, a feeling of the untouchable in re- 
gard to war, just as there is a powerful repressive 
taboo on incest, or individual murder. That is the 
contribution of the absolute pacifists. Whatever 
one may think of the efficiency of their methods, 
they are the only group who have outlawed war 
psychologically, and without this psychological out- 
lawing, no legal or economic revolutions will 
avail. How to create this sense of the inadmis- 
sible in regard to war is the profoundest and most 
pressing problem of our time. The most promis- 
ing schemes like Clarence Streit’s elaborate union 
of the democracies, or Thomas Mann’s United 
States of Europe, are foredoomed without this 
instinct, as well as will, to peace. 


CORRECTION 

In the article ‘““The Real German-American 
Bund” by Vladimir Pozner in the October, 1939 
issue of Jewish Frontier, it was stated that 15,592 
shares of Bristol Myers Co. are owned by the 
American I. G. Chemical Co. Mr. Bristol has 
submitted to us a document proving the incorrect- 
ness of that statement. We regret the inaccuracy 
and are glad to note that Bristol Myers Co. is 
anxious not to be associated with a concern linked 


with present day Germany. EDITORS. 














The “DAVAR LAGOLA”, Hebrew weekly of 
the Histadrut will reach the U. S. A. regularly, 
according to a cable received from Palestine. 
This weekly gives authentic and authoritative 
information on the fast moving events in Pales- 
tine, and is at present one of the few sources 
of news coming direct from Palestine. 

Subscriptions are accepted at the office of 
“Davar Lagola”, 275 Seventh Avenue, N. Y.. 
$3.60 per year, $1.80 per 6 months. 
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The Man Who Never Knew Victory 





OBODY KNOWS how long Samuel Golden- 
zeiger had been writing letters to Hitler and 
he himself prefers not to talk about the beginning 
of his correspondence with the dictator. Left 
alone, the secret of these letters would have re- 
mained his own and no outsider, except possibly 
some censor in Germany, would have known of 
them. Samuel Goldenzeiger would then have con- 
tinued about his business peddling neckties, socks 
and other similarly useful articles. But now, much 
against his will, the secret leaked out; Samuel is 
under observation in the psycho ward, doctors 
question him every day and he is quite confused by 
the publicity. God knows what these people will 
do, they might even write about him in the papers 
and why do they want to go and poke their noses 
into somebody’s letters? What business of theirs 
is it, anyway? He didn’t do any harm. 

These objections were rather vehemently voiced 
by Samuel to a reporter who was gathering mater- 
ial for a story on the nutty side of the picture. 
The reporter was tactful and gentle and thus easily 
kept his professional status unknown to his subject. 
He had previously obtained the information that 
Samuel Goldenzeiger had been arrested by federal 
intelligence men. When the war in Europe broke 
out and a closer scrutiny of the mails was inaugur- 
ated in this country, suspicions were aroused by a 
number of letters addressed to Adolph Hitler, all 
of them bearing the same return address in Man- 
hattan. When the letters were opened, the intelli- 
gence operators at once saw that they were not 
dealing with a spy but with a crank. Nevertheless 
they visited Mr. Goldenzeiger in his furnished 
room and after a brief conversation they handed 
over the case to psychiatrists. The reporter had 
an opportunity to see the letters and he at once 
sensed that he was on the trail of an extremely in- 
teresting case, even though there did not seem to 
be much of a story to it. 

The letters were quite numierous and were ad- 
dressed not only to Hitler but to a number of 
other people in this country and abroad as well. 
Copies of all the letters were found in Mr. Gol- 
denzeiger’s room during the investigation. These 
copies were written in a neat long hand and were 
found carefully arranged according to the order in 
which they were mailed. All questions from the 
federal agents failed to elicit any satisfactory ex- 
planation from Goldenzeiger as to why he so care- 
fully treasured the copies. 

The reporter, who was out to get a saleable 
story, had thought for a moment that he could con- 
coct something: of timely appeal which he might 
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® by Shlomo Katz 


sell to some magazine because of the interest in 
anything connected with Hitler. He therefore 
copied a few of the letters to the dictator and to 
some other personalities. These letters he now 
had in his pocket and he hoped to get some explan- 
ation from their author as to his motives in writing 
them. He had to admit to himself that they were 
of a somewhat unusual nature. The first one 
read: 

My Dear Mr. Hitler: 

I would very much like to join the Nazis. My first 
name is Samuel. When I was a boy, my mother and my 
friends used to call me Shmulik, that is an endearing 
form for the name Samuel commonly used by Jews. 
Mr. Hitler, I too believe that there are superior and in- 
ferior peoples and I think that every nation needs a great 
leader whom the people may obey. I feel that like you 
I am such a leader. That’s why I want to join the Nazis, 
so that I could get some extra training in leadership that 
I still need. I am Jewish, of course, but I hope you 
won't mind it as I am really anxious to become a leader. 
I will greatly appreciate it if you will write to your sub- 
leader in Manhattan and ask him to enroll me in the 
Nazi organization. Tell him he can reach me at the 
above address in the apartment of Morris Silvergarden. 

Most sincerely yours, 
SAMUEL GOLDENZEIGER 

The second letter which the reporter copied was 
closely akin to the first one in style and tone al- 
though different in subject matter. It dealt with 
art and attached to the copy was a crude drawing 
in colored crayons. The drawing was such as any 
child might scrawl except for a number of obscene 
symbols which adorned the corners. ‘This letter, 
also addressed to Hitler, chronologically followed 
the one quoted above and it read in part: 

I am sending enclosed a painting which I recently did 
and I would like to have your opinion on it since I think 
you are a very great painter. I understand that there is 
going,to be an anuual art exhibit in Berlin next month. 
If you find this picture to your liking, I wish you would 
arrange to have it entered in the exh:bit. I want you to 
know that I am firmly opposed to cultural Bolshevism 
and I quite share your views on the subject. I expect 
your favorable reply at the earliest possible date. 

The third and fourth letters, which the reporter 
specially noted in his mind to ask Goldenzeiger 
about, were addressed to Mussolini and to Joe 
Louis. The one to Mussolini contained only the 
usual salutation, then followed a crude drawing of 
a man thumbing his nose and, in its proper place, 
the signature. The message to Joe Louis was 
dated immediately after one of his victorious 
bouts. It was one of the very last letters in the 
series and it read: 

Hi Joe: I was listening in on the broadcast of your 
fight last night. I bet you think you are a tough guy. 
Well, you aren’t so tough. If I had half the training 

you get, I bet I could have licked you in the third round. 
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I didn’t see the fight and I was only listening in, but boy, 
you sure left yourself open in the third. So you needn't 
feel you are cr the papers say. There are lots of 
men just as good as you and better. 


“C’mon Sam,” the reporter now urged Golden- 
zeiger, “tell me, why did you write to Joe Louis 
like this? Were you ever a fighter ?” 

“Me, a fighter? I never fought in my life,” 
Sam reassured him. “I am a peaceful man.” 

“You're kidding me. I bet you had plenty of 
tough fights, when you were a kid, anyway.” 

“No, I didn’t,” Sam insisted. “Mother 
wouldn’t let me fight. Not even if any of the 
other kids picked on me.” 

“What did you do when they picked on you?” 
the reporter asked. “You didn’t let them get 
away with it?” 

““T did. I just ignored them. I was always 
peaceful and besides I knew I was every bit .as 
good and even better than they were.” 

“But didn’t you ever feel that you wanted to 
beat up some kid that was nasty to you, beat him 
up and get even with him?” 

“Yes,” Sam smiled, “there were times when I 
felt that way. There was particularly one kid, he 
was the bully of our block and he was picking on 
all the other kids, and specially on me. But I 
didn’t dare tackle him and I was afraid of what 
mother would do to me if she found out I got in a 
fight.” ! 

The reporter grunted something indistinctly in 
reply. He now found himself in a predicament. 
It was obvious that there was not much of a story 
in the case and he felt uncomfortable in the role of 
psychiatrist. The conversation seemed to have 
reached a dead end and he decided to veer off on 
another tack. 

“T see by the record,” he began, “that you are 
an unmarried man, Sam. Weren’t you ever in 
love with some beautiful girl ?” 

“T was,” Sam answered looking away. 

‘Why didn’t you marry the girl,” the reporter 
continued. “‘Couldn’t you support a wife?” 

“Oh, no!”, Sam interrupted him. “It wasn’t 
that. I can support a wife. I am in business, for 
myself, and I make out pretty well. You know,” 
he continued rapidly, almost with elation, “I sell 
things, socks and ties and handkerchiefs. In the 
winter I carry a line of gloves and scarfs. If I say 
so myself, I am not a bad salesman at all. I work 
with a system. I. pick out some big office building 
and I trv every single office. Sometimes it takes me 
a whole day to cover an entire building but I don’t 
skip even a single office.” 

“Do you manage to sell much?”, the reporter 


asked. 


“Well, it varies. But I make a living,” Sam as- 


sured him. “You see, you got to have patience 
and you shouldn’t mind if some of the guys in the 


offices won't listen to you and tell you to get out, 
You got to keep on trying and in the end you'll sell, 
Why, I remember one day, it was about two years 
ago this coming winter, I was working a building 
down in lower Manhattan. For three hours | 
didn’t sell a thing and I was beginning to feel 
pretty low. Then I came in to an office and there 
was an elderly man there who bought six pairs of 
socks. Six pairs in one sale. That’s not bad at all, 
I gave him my sales talk and all the time he just 
looked at me, didn’t say a word. And just as soon 
as I finished talking, he gave me his order without 
as much as looking at the goods. Just like I told 
you, you never can tell how you'll make out. A 
number of times in my career, I made out so good 
I thought of opening up a store of my own. | 
even had the store picked, a nice little place on up- 
per Third Avenue. And I made a drawing of the 
lettering I wanted in the window.” 

‘“‘Why didn’t you start your own store?” 

‘Well, you see, it meant a pretty big investment, 
for me, and I wasn’t quite sure I could swing it. I 
have wanted to have a store of my own so much 
that every time I decided to wait until I have more 
money. Someday I'll open one. But first I want 
to be sure I have enough money.” 

“And that girl you were in love with,” the re- 
porter returned to the subject, ‘‘what happened ?” 

“Nothing.” 

“You mean she wouldn’t marry you?” 

“No.” 

“Did you ask her?” 


“Yes, I did. I loved her very much. Once I 
brought her a gift, one of the most beautiful scarfs 
I had in stock. Bue she refused it. When I asked 
her to marry me, she just laughed. I asked her 
several times and she got angry and told me not to 
bother her.” 

‘‘That’s all right, Sam,” the reporter spoke com- 
fortingly. ‘‘There are plenty of other beautiful 
girls. If the first one didn’t like you, some other 
girl will marry you. You shouldn’t take them ser- 
iously. You got to be aggressive with them.” 

“You're right,” Sam conceded. “I thought so 
too. I worried some about the first one and then I 
forgot her when I met some others. Three times 
I was in love, and they all turned me down. Girls 
are peculiar. They sort of shy away from me.” 

Sam lowered his voice and continued in a corifid- 
ential tone. “The last one I got even with. It 
was just a few months ago that I proposed to her 
and she refused to marry me. When I got home 
that evening, I took a photograph of her I had 
standing on my table, I drew a mustache and beard 
on it and I mailed it to her. But I didn’t put a re- 
turn address on the envelope and she never knew 
for sure who mailed it. Now, when I see her on 
the street sometimes, I walk behind her and I 
make faces at her.” 
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The reporter looked a bit bewildered at this 
confession. ‘‘You make faces at her?”’, he asked 
somewhat incredulously. 

“Sure,” Sam continued, “it’s a lot of fun. 
Don’t you ever make faces at yourself, in the mir- 
ror, | mean? I used to do it quite a lot. Some 
days I would come back from work and if I had a 
bad day and didn’t sell much I’d stand before the 
mirror and stick my tongue out at myself or make 
a funny face. Now I don’t do that so much as I 
used to. But when I don’t like some one, I make 
faces at him. If a customer gets rude, I make 
faces at him after I close the door. And there is 
the cop in my neighborhood. I don’t like him 
either, the way he looks at you, as if you had done 
something wrong. When I see him, and he isn’t 
watching, I sometimes make faces at him too.” 

“That's very interesting, Sam,” the reporter 
said in a puzzled voice. “I have never known any- 
one who did that before. And about those letters, 
the ones you sent to Hitler.” 

“What about the letters?”’, Sam was at once 
alert and suspicious. ‘“‘Can’t a man write letters if 
he wants to?” 

“Sure, Sam. Of course anybody can write if he 
wants to. You can trust me. I am not like the 
doctors around here. I was just wondering why 
you wrote them.” 

“Are you Jewish?”, Sam asked sharply. 

“No.” 

“Well, then, it’s no use explaining to you. You 
wouldn’t understand,” Sam said with seeming 
finality. 






25 


“Took, Sam,” the reporter was very concilia- 
tory, “you got me wrong. Sure I will understand. 
I hate Hitler. And I am practically Jewish. One 
of my grandmothers was Jewish. Why, when I 
was a kid I used to peddle Jewish papers.” 

Sam hesitated a moment then he spoke. 
see, I wanted to annoy him.” 

“Hitler?” 

“Yes, Hitler. I wanted to hurt him; I wanted 
to do something to him for all that he did to the 
Jews. But of course, I couldn’t get at him. So I 
decided to write these letters and make fun of him. 
But I don’t suppose you'd understand.” 

“Sure, I understand,” the reporter hastened to 
reassure him. 

“You see, every week Hitler would get a letter 
like that and he would know that I am making fun 
of him. There would be nothing he could do, and 
it would make him very mad. But just the same 
the letters would keep on coming regularly.” 

“And then?” 

“Nothing more. That’s all there was to it. I 
am a peaceful man. I wouldn’t do anything viol- 
ent. I just wanted to annoy him. And I don’t see 
that it is anybody’s business what kind of letters I 
write. I can’t understand why they don’t let me 
go. It is very important that the letters should be 
sent regularly.” 

The reporter got up to go and nodded under- 
standingly, “Sure Sam, I'll speak to them at once 
about letting you go. I understand, it’s very im- 
portant that the letters be sent regularly.” 


“You 


POALE ZION CONVENTION 


N OCTOBER 18-22, the Socialist Zionist 
Party Poale Zion-Zeire Zion met in conven- 
tion in Pittsburgh. The call for the convention 
was issued before the outbreak of the war and only 
a “normal”, peace time agenda was contemplated. 
It is true that even a peace time agenda of the 
Poale Zion party must of necessity handle the com- 
plex and difficult tangle of problems with which 
Jewish life is at all times confronted. The Poale 
Zion Party was the progenitor of the numerous 
labor Zionist bodies which today fulfill such varied 
functions and have grown to such a great extent. 
But while these offspring have branched out into 
often specialized fields of activity, the party re- 
mains the central ideological backbone to which all 
nerves of the ramified labor. Zionist movement 
lead. It is its duty to analyze each new develop- 
ment as it occurs, to formulate conclusions and to 
decide on a line of action in all important 
occasions. 
The outbreak of the war during the weeks inter- 
vening between the calling of the convention and 





its sessions thus made its task infinitely more im- 
portant and difficult. Problems and dangers which 
previously loomed on the horizon suddenly became 
realities. The very suddenness of the change and 
the immensity of the catastrophe that has so rapid- 
ly overtaken one of the strongest Jewish commu- 
nities, that of Poland, lent an atmosphere of 
urgency and gloom. 

What will be the outcome of the war? This 
question which is on the mind of every interested 
person hung heavily over the convention and was 
extensively discussed. It is easy enough to answer 
the question: what should be the outcome of the 
war and what kind of social order should be insti- 
tuted. But unless one is content with slogans, un- 
less one overlooks realities and indulges in wishful 
thinking, academic solutions will be unacceptable. 
The experience of the last war, the tremendous 
strength of the forces of reaction today, both of 
these were too well known and understood. The 
convention therefore refrained from expressing 
mere wishes. Instead it took up a clear position 
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on the conflict now going on. It pointed out the 
hopes that were until recently held that Hitlerism 
might be stopped by a mere show of strength and 
a union of all forces opposed, and the role that was 
played by Seviet Russia in bringing about the war 
through its pact of friendship with Nazi Germany. 

The Poale Zion convention unequivocally ex- 
pressed its sympathy with the democratic nations 
fighting Hitlerism and expressed its hope for their 


victory. .This attitude was not adopted blindly.’ 


There was no question of giving a clean bill to 
either Chamberlain or Daladier. The role of 
these two and the governing groups which they 
represent was clearly understood and stated—their 
role in the rearmament of the Nazi power, in the 
war in Spain, in the annexation of Czechoslovakia, 
in the hindrances imposed upon Jews in Palestine. 
Nevertheless it was understood that despite all 
past records the fact remains that today these 
same governments are forced by the will of their 
democratic peoples to carry on a final struggle 
against the fountain-head of fascism with whose 
destruction the fascist malady in Europe will lose 
its greatest center of infection. 

Palestine always occupies an outstanding place 
at Poale Zion gatherings. This time Palestine too 
had to be discussed from the perspective of a war 
situation. How to help the Jewish community in 
that country weather the war dangers and particu- 
larly how to assist it to absorb the stream of 
refugees which now flock to it, this was the es- 
sence of the discussion. For these were the most 
immediate phases of the problem. But throughout 
the debates, and not always in the background, 
there was the problem of Palestine’s future, after 
the war. The first world war brought the Balfour 
Declaration. With the Jewish tragedy being acute 
as it is, it was felt that Palestine can and must be- 
come the Homeland, as all Zionists understand it, 
and that this eventuality to a considerable extent 
depends on the efforts, both economic and political, 
of American Jewry. There were memories of lost 


THE BLOOMING DESERT 


The sea of death on a day repined, 
Lamenting to an errant wind: 

‘Time was when I watered a goodly plain 
From welling sources, sweet as rain; 
When on my shores grew feathered rushes, 
Bamboo grasses and berry bushes; 

When the trees climbed down to drink 
Beside my ripple-nibbled brink. 

Now the lazy lizards lie, 

Baking ‘neath a burning sky. 

Smoulder in the torrid sun 

Basilisk and scorpion. 














JEWISH FRONTIER 





opportunities and unrealized plans in the past, of 
plan to bring half a million Jews into Palestine im. 
mediately after the first world war. That plan did 
not go through then and hundreds of thousands of 
Ukrainian Jews, who were to have been affected by 
it, perished in pogroms. And there was the reali. 
zation that such failures must not be repeated. 







The question of remaining within the American 
Jewish Congress was widely discussed. The or. 
ganization of the Congress during the last war was 
enthusiastically advocated and supported by the 
Poale Zion at that time with the aim of creating a 
democratic body representing the mass of Amer. 
ican Jewry. But although the Congress was creat- 
ed it has been felt for some time that it has not sue. 
ceeded in becoming the central democratic repre. 
sentation as was. originally hoped. In the mean. 
time there arose the Jewish Labor Committee, a 
new force in the field of American Jewish life 
which many delegates believed, offers great prom. 
ise to become the true representative of all Jewish 
workers’ groups in the country. 

It was therefore urged by many that the Poale 
Zion should logically take their place in the ranks 
of the new group which has come into being asa 
result of a growing awareness of their national 
fate and destiny among the organized Jewish 
workers. It was not an easy decision to make and 
the final action was left up to a referendum by the 
membership to be held in the near future. 


Maintenance of schools for children, youth or- 
ganization, strengthening of the party, these and 
numerous other problems were discussed and acted 
upon. Burdens were assumed that seem almost 
superhuman considering the immensity of the 
tasks. But the history of the Poale Zion is rich 
with contributions to the welfare and the guidance 
of the Jewish masses. It is to be expected that in 


the present critical hour they will find the inner | 


strength to activate American Jewry for the attain- 
ment of the urgent objectives. 





® by Avivah Zuckerman 


Wind! It was not ever thus. 
Once the democratic moss 
Bound in velvet every boulder. 
Rotting leaves were wont to moulder 
In the forest aisles untrodden, 
Fusty, musty, rank, and sodden. 
Not a clod of earth lay bare, 
For the grass was everywhere. 
* * * 
I remember, I remember 
Sodom town a smoking ember, 
And a stench of brimstone, evil 
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As the ordure of a devil. 

(Fough! The years cannot dispel it. 
Surely anyone can smell it!) 

From the heap that reeking lay, 
Noisome humans crawled away, 
Salvaged nothing but their lust, 

Fell and rotted in the dust. 

And a woman for a fault, 
Crumbled to a heap of salt. 
Throttled trees and strangled flowers 
(How a frightened forest cowers! ) 
Sapless, mummified array, 
Shrivelled up an blew away 

From the valley’s tortured crust: 
Gritty cinders, yellow dust. 

Sheathe of moss from every stone 
Withered, crackled, and was gone. 
Dust and black corruption was 





A single tree, in green arrayed, 
In whose comfortable shade 
The dusty caravan might rest, 
A weary and a welcome guest.” 


* * * 


Away sped the wind in a madcap race 

Over the desert’s wrinkled face; 

Jounced a raven, croaking hoarse, 

Wheeling in an aimless course; 

Shrilled a whistle; whirled to rest 

On Scopus Mountain’s wooded crest. 
* * * 


Up whirled the wind, and called to a rain. 
Down came the shower and flooded the plain. 
The panting earth under the new made mud 
Sucked the water in; knew it good; 

Filtered it; drained it through every pore; 


Where had been the friendly grass. 


* * * 


In the yellow waste I lie 

Underneath a brazen sky. 

[ may quench no mortal thirst, 

For my waters are accursed. 

And the desert dreary is. 

Only bitter memories 

Lurk the boulders bare among... 
* * * 


Would the world again were young. 
Would I had a single tree 
For to bear me company. 


Sent to the surface for more and more; 
Quaffed it, and swilled it, and sipped 


in the wet of it. 


Never enough could the thirsty clods 


get of it. 
* * * 


The salty lake, the waste beside 
Beamed oily, green, and satisfied. 


* * * 


On Scopus Hill I stood and stood, 
The blooming desert in my blood, 
(But were it not for Sodom’s doom 
I ne’er had seen a desert bloom.) 


SALVATION EXCHANGE 


ALVATION SEEMS to be the theme song at the open- 

ing of this season on the Yiddish stage. Maurice 
Schwartz produces a dramatization of Sholem Asch’s “Sal- 
vation”. The downtown National Theatre opened its 
repertory with a dramatic adaptation of I. J. Singer's 
“Chaver Nachman”, based on the novel “East of Eden”, 
which, in a different setting, deals with a similar theme. It 
may be an exaggeration to say that this preoccupation of 
the Yiddish stage with salvation is a direct outgrowth of 
current moods. Many other factors no doubt influenced 
the selection of these two plays for the opening of the 
season, but the coincidence is probably not altogether 
accidental. 

Although thematically similar, the two plays widely 
diverge so far as historical setting and treatment are con- 
cerned. The story of “Salvation” takes place in Poland at 
the beginning of the 19th century. Like most of Asch’s 
work, it is rich in folk lore and in moving emotional over- 
tones. However, it suffers from too great a similarity to 
other works by the same author. Whenever Asch returns 
to paintshis saintly and heroic figures of the Polish Jewish 
town, he seems to fall back on an original prototype of a 
finely drawn, ascetic person, a character imbued with a 
great deal, perhaps too much, tenderness. This is also the 
tase in this instance. Yechiel, the hero of ‘“‘Salvation’’, is a 
frail and simple person who is greatly touched by the suf- 
feting he sees about himself. He is no scholar; aside from 
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emotional depth and kindness there is nothing to distin- 
guish him from many another. Yechiel finds salvation in 
the reading of the Psalms, in which he finds solace for his 
own great compassion for humanity. Revered for his saint- 
liness, he comes to be looked upon as a wonder working 
Rabbi by his neighbors and by strangers far and wide who 
flock to him for help and consolation. Although denying 
any supernatural gifts, he cannot withstand the pleas of his 
followers and offers comfort to the distressed. The source 
of his inner strength always remain the Psalms, to the read- 
ing of which he devotes himself daily. 


In the novel (the original is entitled “Der Tehilim 
Yid”) the effect of the characterization is lyrical and par- 
takes of the harmony of the Psalms themselves. But on the 
stage this effect is lost to a large extent. This is partly due 
to the unfortunate device of offering the dramatization in a 
series of eleven scenes which of necessity are fragmentary 
and do not have the dramatic strength and the sequence of 
development which another dramatic form might have at- 
tained. Instead one obtains the effect of a number of 
photographic shots at widely removed scenes without much 
inner cohesion. The locale of the subject matter and a 
general tendency of the Yiddish stage toward styllization 
still further deprives the production of vitality. Some of 
the scenes are undoubtedly moving and beautiful. The 


scene where the drunken, tyranical Polish noble forces his 
cringing Jewish tenant to sing the Marsellaise with him in 
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the name of equality and fraternity, is a hilarious grotesque 
and draws much laughter from the audience, but it is un- 
necessary so far as the main subject is concerned. In the 
production too much stress is laid on showmanship instead 
of drama. Thus, two weddings are enacted during the 
course of the play, each of which, a styllized version of folk 
customs in Jewish Poland, is beautiful. But all these scenes 
serve only to detract from the main drama and have 
ne to do with that salvation which is attained by the 
ero. 

“Chaver Nachman” by I. J. Singer is more topical. It is 
the story of a Polish Jewish boy who is raised in poverty 
and rebels against his environment. He turns to the revolu- 
tionary movement and becomes an ardent Communist. 
After he is subjected to tortures in a Polish prison, he de- 
cides to seek his salvation in the land of his dreams, Soviet 
Russia. But in Russia he meets with great disillusionment 
when he sees the ‘workers’ ”’ state as it really is. He finds 
bureaucracy and oppression. When he objects, he is treated 
in a manner similar to his treatment in Poland and is ex- 
pelled from the country. Bitter at his experiences and con- 
fused by the loss of faith in his promised land, the modern 
Chaver Nachman ends up in a mood not too dissimilar 
from that of Yechiel, the Psalm Jew, of a century earlier. 

Like “Salvation”, ““Chaver Nachman”, too, is produced 
in the form of a long series of scenes. The negative ef- 
fects of this treatment are similar to those of ‘‘Salvation’’, 
namely, unnecessary detail and lack of inner cohesion and 
continuity. Developments and events which are but dis- 
tantly related to the central drama that is being enacted, 
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receive too much prominence and could have been brought: 
to the consciousness of the audience in a remark or two, 
had the orthodox dramatic form been followed. Th 
dramatization also followed the novel on which it is based 
too closely and begins with the birth of the hero. One of 
the most important elements of a drama is thus lost and we 
witness’ on the stage the development of a story that is 
diffused through some thirty years. 

Although having no direct bearing on the main drama 
two of the scenes should be mentioned for their strength 
and poignancy. The first of the two is when Nachman’s 
father, a man in late middle age, is drafted to serve in the 
Russian army. The picture of the religious man, bent by 
years of weary labor, donning the uniform and sewing in 
its lining a plea to anyone who may find his body to have 
him buried according to Jewish custom, should he be killed 
in the war, is unforgettable. The other scene portrays 
Nachman’s sister in an outburst of pity on her husband who 
has become contrite after going blind from the effects of 
indulging too much in bad alcohol. Although she objected 
to his drinking all her life, she is unable to bear his loneli- 
ness in his blindness and urges him to take some money 
from their meager income and go to a saloon where he may 
meet old friends and know joy again. 

In general it must be said that the total effect of the two 
plays is somewhat disappointing, considering the talent and 
the earnestness of the producers and the actors. But the air 
is now alive with motifs of salvation, and there is no doubt 
that the Yiddish stage will probably have more to say on 
this theme. 
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Sir:— 

I send you herwith replies to your 
four-fold questionnaire, as follows: 

1) If this war goes on to its end, 
the masses will have no power, no 
spirit nor desire, to take political ac- 
tion of any kind for any purpose. The 
end of this war, if it goes on, will be 
destruction and revolution, with gang- 
ster dictatorships far worse than any- 
thing we have yet known. If the 
masses are ever to undertake any po- 
litical action to prevent the recurrence 
of dictatorial regimes, it must be now, 
to stop this war before everything that 
makes up democracy and civilization 
is lost for centuries. 

(2) No international organization 
has yet prevented war, because the 
world still insists on recognizing, jus- 
tifying, and using war as a last resort 
for the settlement of disputes between 
nations. Nothing will serve to the end 
of preventing future wars but the out- 
lawry of war guaranteed by the sur- 
render of independént national sover- 
eignties to an international organiza- 
tion of states or nations, similar to 
the great federal system of the United 
States. The collapse of the League of 
Nations after the last war has proved 
how useless is any international organ- 
ization to the end of peace which rec- 
ognizes the right of a separate nation 
to enforce its own interests at its own 





free will or pleasure. Of course a 
United States of the World, as polit- 
ically organized, must solve such eco- 
nomic problems as pertain to the gen- 
eral prosperity and mutual service of 
all men everywhere. The United States 
Constitution made the federal govern- 
ment supreme over the states, out- 
lawed force as a method of settling 
disputes between states, abolished ar- 
mies and navies in the separate states, 
established a supreme court for the 
settlement of disputes, and abolished 
all tariff barriers between states and 
made the resources of one state ac- 
cessible to all other states. Only a pro- 
gram built on this pattern can ever 
prevent future wars. 


(3) There will always be a prob- 
lem of national minorities so long as 
there is war. The one way of solving 
the minorities problem is to establish 
peace, and therewith banish fear from 
the hearts of men. Along with this, 
of course, must go educational en- 
deavors to the end of correcting prej- 
udice and banishing superstition from 
the minds of men. 

(4) If ever we can organize the na- 
tions of the world internationally, in 
some kind of all-inclusive federal sys- 
tem, there will then of course be no 
question of the distribution of largely 
unoccupied and undeveloped areas, 
since all the Jands of the globe will 






belong freely to all, as all the lands 
of the United States stand equally in 
the ownership of all its citizens. The 
curse of the world today is empireship 
—more particularly the British Em- 
pire, which holds to itself four-fifths 
of the earth’s surface and denies to 
all the rest of mankind access thereto 
and enjoyment thereof. As long as the 
British Empire exists in its present 
form, there can be no lasting peace, 
and no solution of economic and mi- 
nority problems. Look at the present 
war—which is a struggle for power 
between the British Empire which 
proposes to hold what it has, and the 
German Empire which proposes to get 
what it needs! JOHN HAYNES HOLMES. 











REEZEMONT PARK 
ARMONK.NLY. 


A Country Estate in the Scenic Hills 
of Westchester Co. 
Spacious modern house. Enchanting scenery. 
Library. Fireplace. Small private lake. Horse- 
back riding. Tennis. Handball. —_Ping-pong. 
Golf nearby. Less —_ vod awed from Grand 
. Make early reservations. 
Te ARMONK VILLAGE 955. Open All Year. 
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DAIRY FOOD SERVED AT, ITS BEST 


Vialaleraan 


DAIRY RESTAURANT 
2270 BROADWAY, N. Y. C. 
BET. 81-82 STS. ENpbicort 2-2030 
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Brooklyn Council sponsored a rally 
at the Brooklyn Jewish Center, with 
Dr. May Bere of Palestine as guest 
speaker. Special attractions were the 
League Choral Society conducted by 
Av Soltes, and a Palestine film. The 
Council is now busily engaged in pro- 
moting a theatre party for “Chaver 
Nachman,” at the National Theatre, 
Houston St. and 2nd Ave., on Tuxes- 
day evening Nov. 14th. 

ALBANY will have its second open 
meeting of the season on Wednesday, 
November 15, with Nachum Guttman, 
National Secretary of Hechalutz, as 
guest speaker. 

MANHATTAN—The next open 
meeting will be held on Thursday, 
November 16th, with Dr. A. S. Ko- 
hanski as guest speaker (place to be 


‘announced ) . 


Social Workers Chapter—The Exec- 
utive Committee has worked out its 
cultural program for the season. At 
present, the chapter is primarily occu- 
pied in gaining new members. 

LOS ANGELES—Gordoniah chap- 
ter has remitted $140 as its contribu- 
tion to the Youth Training project for 
last year. Miss Rubye Williams writes 
that the chapter has started its new sea- 
son with a membership drive. They 
anticipate a very active season. 

Arlosoroff chapter is proceeding 
with its program of cultural activities 
and its increase in membership. 

DETROIT is making preparations 
for a series of forums, with outstand- 
ing speakers. Their first major func- 
tion, the Fall Dance, has been so- 
cially as well as financially successful. 


CHICAGO—Albany Park Chapter 
—Mrs. Fay Slobod Greenfield, Secre- 
tary, writes of the extensive member- 
ship and cultural activities undertaken 
by the chapters for the present season. 
An “Oneg Shabbat,” Palestine movies, 
a lecture by Leon Sager, are among the 
functions for the current month. The 
chapter is taking an active part in the 
Geverkshaften Campaign which has 
already started in that city. 
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Intellectual Atmosphere, Excel- 
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Whose hat should go off to whom? That’s a question! For after 
all, the Heinz chef has only copied home-made recipes. He brews 
his soups in small batches in open kettles. He uses only selected 
garden vegetables, rich heavy cream, table butter... just as you 
do at home. 


Madame! There are 7 HEINZ _ CREAM SOUPS. All are 
ready to serve. Just heat and eat! NOT CONDENSED! 


Cream of Tomato Cream of Green Pea Cream of Asparagus 
Cream of Mushroom Cream of Spinach Corn Chowder 
Cream of Celery 


All are approved by THE UNION OF 
ORTHODOX JEWISH 
CONGREGATIONS OF AMERICA 


The seal of approval ® is on the label 
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THE FIELDSTONE DAN ON — WD WD 


on Round Lake hetacaustinn 
MONROE, NEW YORK TEL AVIV 
Stop on the 


A place of unexcelled beauty for 
rest and recreation in the heart ol 
the Ramapo Mountains 


ONE HOUR FROM NEW YORK 
Swimming @ Boating ¢ Tennis 


Seashore at 


HOTEL FISH 


“The Center of English-Speaking Jews’’ 
Modern Conveniences, Operated by 





Handball ¢ Riding ° Golf ¢ and Americans, Patronized by Leading 
other sports Jews, American Table and Hygiene 

By reservation only Abraham Fish, C. C. N; ¥. ‘14, looks 

a to greetin, ellow alumni 

Phone: Monroe 2501 -_ their Ba fo Eretz lerael 
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The Jewish Frontier has in the past sought to give its readers a 
progressive and conscientious interpretation of events of Jewish and 
general interest. During these trying days we are continuing this 
policy of bringing to you the opinions of some of the outstanding minds 
of our generation on questions that torment every person. 


Jewish men and women. 

However, the mesage of the Jewish Frontier must now reach thou- 
sands of new people. For a better understanding and a more intelligent 
solution of our problems it is important that more people are informed of 
the real meaning of events. We are therefore determined to obtain ten 
thousand new readers and in this we seek your support. 


As a subscriber to the Jewish Frontier, you have come to realize 
the importance of the functions which it fulfills in American Jewish 
life. You can aid in the work of the Jewish Frontier by getting at least 
one of your friends or neighbors to become a subscriber. An introduc- 
tory gift subscription for someone who is not yet a reader will gaina 
steady adherent. 


ON THE OCCASION OF THE FORTHCOMING CELEBRATION OF CHANUKAH, WHY NO? 
GIVE YOUR FRIENDS AN INTRODUCTORY EIGHT MONTH SUBSCRIPTION FOR ‘ONE 
DOLLAR AS A CHANUKAH GIFT? 


The Jewish Frontier is nota profit-making magazine. In appeal- 
ing to you to assist us in reaching ten thousand new readers, we are 
solely interested in bringing the message of our cause toa wider audi 


ence. In this we are confident of having your hearty support. 


Sincerely yours, 


Pin as @ TUSO 


Pinchas Cruso, Business Manage 
JEWISH FRONTIER 


275 Seventh Avenue 
New York City 





Cable Address: AMPOALIM, New York 


a 
November, 1939 
Dear Reader: 

The outbreak of war, the catastrophe of Polish Jewry, the role of 
Palestine in the alleviation of the Jewish tragedy, these and many othe 
problems of vital concern now occupy the minds of all intelligent 

oe 
Telephone: WAtkins 9-5288 | 








